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Week Ending Friday, October 30, 1992 


Remarks on Signing the Cuban 
Democracy Act of 1992 in Miami, 
Florida 


October 23, 1992 


The President. Thank you very, very 
much. And may I thank Armando for that 
warm introduction and all of you for this re- 
ception. I am very, very pleased to be here. 
It’s great to be among so many friends. This 
is a very special day, and we've got one stand- 
ing up here who deserves very special credit, 
our great Senator Connie Mack. And also a 
great friend, Congressman Ileana Ros- 
Lehtinen, joined in the Congress now by Lin- 
coln, Lincoln Diaz-Balart. And may I salute 
the veterans of the 2506 Brigade who are 
here, heroes of America and heroes in your 
homeland. Tomas Garcia Fuste and 
Armando Perez Roura, Ariel Ramos. Of 
course, let me recognize another old friend, 
Carlos Salman, and Al Cardenas and Jorge 
Mas. Where’s Jorge? Hey, Jorge is the only 
guy that can take on that “60 Minutes” crowd 
and come out ahead. You know, that was very 
good. [Laughter] He did. He did just great, 
and he’s one of the key forces, of course, 
as so many in this room, but he was one of 
the very key forces behind this Cuban De- 
mocracy Act. And let me offer a very special 
recognition to the representatives of La 
Unidad, champions of a free Cuba. 

Now, we share a history, a commitment 
to struggle. We’ve worked years toward this 
single goal, common dream, because every- 
one here wants a free and democratic Cuba. 
Today I am delighted to take the next step 
toward that dream with the Cuban Democ- 
racy Act of 1992. Our policies and principles 
rest on a single belief: For freedom to rise 
in Cuba, Fidel Castro must fall. 

Audience members. Viva Bush! 
Bush! Viva Bush! 

The President. In today’s democratic 
world, Communist governments no longer 
hold sway. Cuba’s special relationship with 


Viva 


the former Soviet Union has all but ended. 
And we've worked to ensure that no other 
government helps this, the cruelest of re- 
gimes. And the result: Literally, you look 
around the world and you see that Castro 
has literally become an outcast among dic- 
tators. He’s not a leader; he’s what you call 
a warden. His beaches are not borders but 
his confines of freedom. And the tide is run- 
ning out. For years, this Cuban community 
has energized Miami. Someday freedom-lov- 
ing people will change that island for the bet- 
ter, just like America has changed the entire 
world. And none of us should rest and relax 
until we stop those who mock the rights that 
we treasure, rights of speech and religion and 
assembly and economic freedom. 

One hundred years ago, the Abraham Lin- 
coln of Cuba, the great patriot José Marti, 
said simply, “To beautify life is to give it an 
aim.” To beautify life is to give it an aim. 
And I agree with that. Our aim is human 
liberty. 

Audience members. Viva Bush! 
Bush! Viva Bush! 

The President. People are choosing lib- 
erty all over the world by their votes. The 
Cuban people deserve no less. That’s why 
this Cuban Democracy Act strengthens our 
embargo. It will speed the inevitable demise 
of the Cuban Castro dictatorship. The legisla- 
tion that I sign today reflects our determina- 
tion, mine and yours, that the Cuban Gov- 
ernment will not benefit from U.S. trade or 
aid until the Cuban people are free. And it 
reflects another belief: I’m not going to let 
others prop up Castro with aid or some 
sweetheart trade deal. 

All of this is not designed to hurt the 
Cuban people. I am saddened by their suffer- 
ing and loss of freedom. Many of you in this 
room have families there, and I’m saddened 
by families that are split apart and sons and 
daughters lost at sea. Let’s make it clear: 
Cuba suffers because Castro refuses to 


change. Our policy and this bill allow for hu- 
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manitarian donations of food and medicine 
to nongovernment organizations in Cuba, 
help that will get to the Cuban people. And 
it allows for improved communications be- 
tween the United States and Cuba, so that 
all of you can maintain contact with family 
members. 

Our policy is the only way to put it, plain 
and simple: Democracy, Mr. Castro, not 
sometime, not someday, but now. Put it this 
way: We simply will not provide life support 
to a dictatorship which is dying. There will 
never be normal relations with Cuba as long 
as Castro sustains this illegitimate regime, as 
long as he intimidates and does violence to 
a brave and courageous people. 

I have challenged him before, and now I 
challenge him again. Mr. Castro, let a United 
Nations human rights representative come to 
your island nation. 

Audience members. 
Bush! Viva Bush! 

The President. Mr. Castro, put your lead- 
ership to the test of the ballot box, and let 
your people decide. Call off your secret po- 
lice, and let the Cuban people choose their 
leaders and their future. Let your people live 
in freedom. That is the message to Cuba 
today. 

You know, when Cuba is free, a million 
free Cuban Americans will be united with 
their long-suffering Cuban brothers. No- 
where has the pain and anguish of family sep- 
aration been more eloquently stated than in 
a letter that Barbara received from Major 
Orestes Lorenzo, who is with us here today. 
Where is the major? Right here. As all of 
you know, he heroically escaped from Cuba 
when he flew his Mig to south Florida a year 
and a half ago, asked for political asylum. But 
he could not free his family. Despite humani- 
tarian pleas from the world over, Castro 
keeps Vicky, Major Lorenzo’s wife, and their 
two little sons, Alexander and Reyniel, hos- 
tage there in Cuba. I want to say to the major 
here today and to all of you that I will keep 
working until all Cuban families are united 
again in freedom. 

You know, Castro likes to say that any per- 
son who wants to leave Cuba may go. Well, 
all it takes, he says, is an American visa. Well, 
over a year ago we issued a visa for the ma- 
jor’s family, and still they're barred from leav- 
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ing that country. The answer is today to Mr. 
Castro: Do what’s decent. Do what’s right. 
You say everybody can leave; let the Lorenzo 
family go. 

One cannot heip but be emotional, looking 
around this room and seeing the commit- 
ment here. I get it in a very special way, obvi 
ously, through my son Jeb, who's a friend 
to many here, and through my dear friend 
Armando Codina who introduced me, who 
sensitizes me to this struggle that everyone 
in this room has been involved in. 

We've been in this, and I say “we” proudly 
we've been in this for a long time, and we 
are not going to back away from this commit- 
ment. We’re not going to listen to these edi- 
torials that tell me how to run the foreign 
policy of this country and to change this pol- 
icy. 

Audience members. Four more years! 
Four more years! Four more years! 

The President. We are not going to waffle 
on our commitment, and we’re not going to 
quit until—we’ve got a little enthusiasm over 
here—until that is achieved. You must re- 
member that this administration—and I am 
the President who pressed the Soviets and 
the Russians to cut back their support and 
pull out their troops and send an unmistak- 
able signal to Cuba of its complete isolation. 
And we’re the ones, you and I together, who 
urged our friends in Latin America to let 
Castro know that he’s out of things, he’s a 
has-been. It is my firm belief, I really believe 
this, that during my second term as Presi- 
dent, you will be reunited with your loved 
ones. 

Audience members. 
Bush! Viva Bush! 

The President. And I know, I am certain 
in my heart that I will be the first American 
President to set foot on the soil of a free 
and independent Cuba. 

Thank you. Thank you all, and God bless 
you. Now I will sign the Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act, giving the force of law to the Cuban 
Democracy Act of 1992. 


Viva Bush! Viva 


Note: The President spoke at 5:48 p.m. at 
the Omni Hotel. In his remarks, he referred 
to Armando Codina, chairman, Codina-Bush 
Group; Tomas Garcia Fuste, WQOBA radio 
talk show host; Armando Perez Roura, WAQI 
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radio talk show host; Ariel Ramos, newspaper 
reporter, Diario Las Americas; Carlos 
Salman, real estate broker; Al Cardenas, at- 
torney; and Jorge Mas, chairman, Cuban 
American National Foundation. The Presi- 
dent also referred to the 2506 Brigade, the 
military unit which participated in the Bay 
of Pigs invasion. H.R. 5006, the National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993, 
approved October 23, which incorporated 
the Cuban Democracy Act of 1992, was as- 
signed Public Law No. 102-484. These re- 
marks were not received in time for publica- 
tion in the appropriate issue. 


Statement on Signing the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1993 


October 23, 1992 


Today I am signing into law H.R. 5006, 
the “National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1993.” H.R. 5006 authorizes ap- 
propriations that provide for a national de- 
fense adequate to meet foreseeable threats 
to the national security. It generally supports 
the Administration’s major defense priorities, 
including key elements of the Strategic De- 
fense Initiative and the B-2 program. I am 
also pleased that the bill includes the Cuban 
Democracy Act, which will help establish a 
free and democratic Cuba. 

I have signed this Act notwithstanding the 
reservations that I have regarding certain of 
its provisions. I am particularly concerned 
about provisions that purport to derogate the 
President’s authority under the Constitution 
to conduct U.S. foreign policy, including ne- 
gotiations with other countries. A number of 

rovisions purport to establish foreign policy 
* providing that it shall be “the policy of 
the United States” or “the goal of the United 
States” to undertake specific diplomatic ini- 
tiatives. Consistent with my responsibility 
under the Constitution for the conduct of 
diplomatic = and with established 
practice, I will construe these provisions to 
be precatory rather than mandatory. Other 
provisions purport to require reports to the 
Congress concerning diplomatic negotia- 
tions. I sign this bill with the understanding 
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that these provisions do not detract from my 
constitutional authority to protect sensitive 
national security information. 

In addition, H.R. 5006 would assign new 
domestic, civil functions of government to 
the Department of Defense and the Armed 
Forces. These roles include community med- 
ical care; local school funding; training of ci- 
vilian children; establishing new government 
data bases on U.S. defense businesses; estab- 
lishing plans for U.S. industries; assisting and 
funding Federal, State, local, and private 
nonprofit industrial support efforts; and pro- 
viding broad adjustment grants to commu- 
nities. For the most part, the objectives of 
these provisions are laudable. The functions 
prescribed are not, however, appropriate 
roles for the military. Accordingly, I direct 
the Secretary of Defense to implement these 
provisions in a manner that will do the least 
damage possible to the traditional role of the 
military. Where particular provisions of H.R. 
5006 cannot be implemented consistent with 
the traditional role of the military, I direct 
the Secretary of Defense to draft and pro- 
pose to the Congress remedial legislation. 

I am also concerned that two provisions 
of H.R. 5006 might be construed to impinge 
on the President’s authority as Commander 
in Chief and as head of the executive branch. 
Section 1303 purports to prohibit the use of 
appropriations to support a level of U.S. 
troops in Europe greater than 100,000 after 
October 1, 1995, and section 1302 purports 
to require a 40 percent cut in U.S. forces 
overseas after September 30, 1996, absent a 
war or national emergency. American forces 
abroad are a stabilizing influence in a volatile 
world and provide a ready means to protect 
American interests. Ill-considered cuts to 
America’s forward presence diminish Ameri- 
ca’s ability to help ea the peace in the fu- 
ture in various regions of the world. I shali 
construe these provisions consistent with my 
authority to deploy military personnel as nec- 
essary to fulfill my constitutional responsibil- 
ities. 

I note with disappointment that included 
within this bill is a provision that will lessen 
the impact of the honoraria restriction on a 
very select group of individuals rather than 
the career work force as a whole. I have 
strongly supported a Governmentwide 
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amendment, and I believe that passage of 
this limited exemption sends a message that 
Federal employees need not be accorded the 
respect and fair treatment they deserve. As 
a result, the credibility of all of the standards 
to which we ask employees to adhere is un- 
dermined. 

I also note that section 330, under which 
the Secretary of Defense may “settle or de- 
fend” certain claims, should not be under- 
stood to detract from the Attorney General’s 
plenary litigating authority. Accordingly, to 
the extent provided in current law, the Sec- 
retary of Defense will “settle or defend” 
claims in litigation through attorneys pro- 
vided by the Department of Justice. 

Section 4217 provides overbroad authority 
to the Government to collect data on tech- 
nology and the industrial base from Amer- 
ican businesses. Collecting such data through 
subpoena, administrative search warrants, 
and other investigative techniques authorized 
by this section will not contribute to Ameri- 
ca’s economic strength and could intrude un- 
acceptably into the lives of those who own 
and work in the Nation’s businesses. Accord- 
ingly, I do not anticipate that the authority 
provided by section 4217 will be exercised. 

As for title XVI, which prohibits exports 
of certain goods or technologies listed on the 
Department of Commerce Control List, I 
will interpret this provision as applying solely 
to items listed as requiring a validated license 
for export to Iran or Iraq. I find no indication 
of intent to override the congressionally en- 
dorsed regulatory provisions regarding ex- 
ports from abroad of foreign-made products 
that incorporate certain minimal U.S.-origin 
content. As to the contract sanctity provision, 
I consider the reference date to be the date 
of enactment of this law. The Secretary of 
Commerce shall promptly issue such inter- 
pretive guidance and implementing regula- 
tions as may be required. 

Finally, the bill contains a number of pro- 
visions for the disposition of Federal real 
property interests that would circumvent the 
provisions of, or regulations related to, the 
Federal Property and Administrative Serv- 
ices Act of 1949. Effective and efficient man- 
agement of such real property matters gen- 
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erally is best accomplished in accordance 
with the Property Act. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 23, 1992. 


Note: H.R. 5006, approved October 23, was 
assigned Public Law No. 102-484. This item 
was not received in time for publication in 
the appropriate issue. 


Question-and-Answer Session in 
Miami, Florida 
October 23, 1992 


Tom Wills. The President of the United 
States, George Bush, faces Florida voters in 
11 days. Tonight he is here in Miami to an- 
swer their questions. 

Ann Bishop. Good evening. With Tom 
Wills, I’m Ann Bishop. Tonight from across 
the State, President Bush will be answering 
the concerns on the issues on the minds of 
Floridians. We're going to get right to it, and 
our first question is from Jacksonville. 


Consultation on the Economy 


Q. Good evening, Mr. President. During 
the first debate you acknowledged that while 
the present economy is nowhere nearly as 
bad as your opponents would like for the 
American people to believe, there is room 
for improvement. My question is, if you’re 
reelected President, would you be willing to 
offer an invitation to Ross Perot or to Bill 
Clinton to discuss their economic plans? 

The President. That’s easy. I think the an- 
swer is yes. But if I’m elected, it will be to 
put in my economic plan, and I think I will 
be because I think we've got the best plan. 
But I meet with opposition leaders all the 
time as President of the United States, and 
certainly I'd be willing to discuss it with 
them. 


Tax Increase 


Q. Good evening, Mr. President. Exclud- 
ing your tax increase decision, if you could 
rewrite the history of the last 4 years, what 
one decision would you change? 
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The President. I gave you the main one. 
My view is if you make a mistake, you admit 
it. It’s a little unusual in politics, but I think 
it’s the thing you do. I made a mistake going 
along with that major Democratic tax in- 
crease. I say a mistake. It had some good 
things in it, put the caps on the discretionary 
spending programs, but it raised taxes. It was 
my belief that that was something we ought 
to do that would help the economy. I don’t 
think it did at all. 

I can’t think of anything that fits into that 
league as something that I would view as a 
mistake of that proportion. I’m sure I make 
plenty of them, but give me some time and 
I might get lick to you with it. I’m not sure 
this is a good time to be pointing out all your 
weaknesses, either. [Laughter] 


Cuba 


Mr. Wills. Just before President Bush 
came to be here with us tonight he was in 
downtown Miami, and he signed into law the 
Cuban Democracy Act. Now, Mr. President, 
as you know, the Democrats have accused 
you of trying to make some political hay on 
this issue. Our first question, sir, tonight here 
in Miami, is concerning Cuban-American re- 
lations. 

Q. Good evening, Mr. President. Wel- 
come to south Florida. My question is: With- 
in the next 4 years, Cuba will join the nations 
that have democracies. What will you do and 
what will your administration do to help the 
people of Cuba? 

The President. Well, I hope you're right. 
And I think you’re right, because I don’t 
think Castro can continue to swim against 
the worldwide tide. The tide in this hemi- 
sphere is against him, but so is the worldwide 
tide. Everybody wants democracy, freedom, 
market economies. Of course, Castro’s got 
none of that. I think the answer is then to 
move forward with investment support for 
him. 

You see, it’s going to be private. The thing 
that’s going to make Cuba move forward fast 
is you have so many Cuban-Americans who 
have done well and want to invest and create 
businesses. It’s not going to be a drain on 
the American taxpayer. It is going to be in- 
vestment that solidifies their democracy. 
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I don’t think we're going to need special 
programs. We've got programs in the Carib- 
bean for those countries, Caribbean Basin 
Initiative. We've got a debt forgiveness pro- 
gram that has helped move Argentina and 
Brazil and other countries towards democ- 
racy. Many countries, 43 more countries have 
become democratic since I’ve been Presi- 
dent, 43. Cuba will be the next one, I hope. 

But it’s not going to require a lot of Gov- 
ernment aid. Svenytiady Tsien foreign aid. 


It’s not going to require that. It’s foing to 
require investment. These are industrious 
people. We've seen what they can do here 
in this country. With freedom down there, 
they can do the same thing. 


The Economy 


Q. Good evening, President Bush. In 
1980, my home mortgage was 18.5 percent. 
We had a cold war, hostage problems, and 
global inflation, but my family and I had good 
jobs, savings with high interest, and excellent 
health insurance. Today I have inadequate 
health insurance, no savings. My children 
and their children are without jobs. My old- 
est daughter is losing her home with a 7.5- 
percent mortgage. My home in a mobile park 
is facing liquidation. There is a global reces- 
sion and homelessness. Granted, with the 
cold war over my family could sleep better 
at night, but now my own party’s opening 
speaker at our convention tells us we're fac- 
ing a religious and cultural war. Can you tell 
me why I am any better off today than I was 
4 years ago? 

The President. Well, you're better off in 
the sense of interest rates, clearly. We've got 
to go back to the days when the Democrats 
controlled both the White House and the 
Congress, which they've controlled for 38 
years. Interest rates were 21 percent. Clearly, 
it’s better to have them at where they are 
now. You can refinance homes. Inflation is 
lower. That’s the cruelest tax of all if you 
were a saver. I’m not sure you were a saver. 

I don’t, I’m not sure I understand what 
you mean about a cultural war. I had the 
mayors from the leading cities come to see 
me. They were the board of directors of the 
National League of Cities. You know what 
they told me? They told me the major cause 
for urban decay was the decline in the Amer- 
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ican family. These were not rightwing nuts 
or leftwing nuts. Mayor Tom Bradley of Los 
Angeles was one of them; smalltown mayors 
that were Republicans from North Carolina; 
Plano, Texas, mayor. And this discussion of 
family is not something that I’m going to be 
driven away from. We've got to find ways 
to strengthen it. That’s talking about driving 
drugs out of the community. 

In some ways you’re worse off, if you’ve 
got all those problems for your kids. But in 
many ways, you're better off, and I would 
cite some of the statistics that I’ve given you. 
I just hope that with this new job training 
program we've got, a program to get the bur- 
den of Government off of nie like you, 
that we can do better. 

But you're right, it’s a global recession. I 
don’t know how many people know this: Our 
economy is growing twice as fast as Japan’s. 
People don’t believe that. Germany had a 
negative growth. We have grown, albeit 
anemically, for five straight quarters. So 
when you're going through a tough economic 
time, you’re bound to ois hardships. I’m 
sorry you've got those, but I believe that job 
retraining, education, and stimulation of this 
economy for small business is the answer. I 
really do. Very good question. 


POW’s and MIA’s 


Q. Good evening, President Bush. My 
name is Jill Hobbs. My father is Navy Com- 
mander Donald Richard Hobbs, and he has 
been missing in Vietnam since 1968. As you 
can imagine, this has been a very painful, 
heartbreaking, frustrating situation for my 
family for the last 24 years. Now with all the 
new information that’s coming out of Viet- 
nam, I would like to know what you plan 
to do to ensure that all of the live prisoners 
are returned, that all remains are repatriated, 
and that complete and truthful accounting 
of all our POW’s and MIA’s is given. I want 
to know what hope I have that I'll find out 
the truth about my father’s fate. 

The President. You have a lot more hope 
today than you did yesterday because this an- 
nouncement that I made in the Rose Garden 
with General Vessey is a very significant 
breakthrough. Here’s General Vessey, who 
is the former head of the Army, marvelous 
man, head of the Joint Chiefs, too. He went 
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over there and came back with a lot of pic- 
tures, a lot of information that they had de- 
nied even existed before. 

We think that today the announcement I 
made in the Rose Garden is a significant 
breakthrough, and I hope it leads to evidence 
that will be comforting to your family. But 
we just have to keep pressing on, and we’re 
going to keep pressing on, trying to follow 
every single oe. 

You're talking to somebody whose com- 
rades died in combat. My roommate, this is 
ancient history, but my roommate was miss- 
ing on the very first flight that I was in com- 
bat in the Pacific. So I hope it sensitizes me 
a little. I can’t say I really know what you’re 
going through. 

But I think you ought to take some heart 
from this breakthrough today because I really 
believe that Vietnam now is going to—we’re 
going to follow up to be sure they do this, 
but that they've turned over a new leaf. 
They're saying, no more obfuscation; we’re 
going to put people in the archives. They've 
come out with 5,000 pictures. John McCain 
is a former prisoner, now a Senator; he came 
back with—they gave him, handed him pic- 
tures that he didn’t know existed of his being 
pulled out of the water. 

So I hope it leads to clues, and certainly 
we will follow up any leads on anybody that 
might be alive. But we've got to get the re- 
mains back, too. It’s a breakthrough, and I 
just hope it proves to be something that is 
comforting to your family. 


Child Care 


Q. Good evening, Mr. President. My ques- 
tion, sir, is, what does your administration 
plan on doing to help the middle class as 
far as child care? It’s beginning to look as 
though the poor and the rich are the only 
ones that can afford to have children. If re- 
elected, what does your administration plan 
to do to help the middle class? 

The President. One of our accomplish- 
ments was passing a child care bill, ade- 
quately financed, that gives parents the 
choice. When I came into office there was 
a prohibition against all but mandated—al- 
most all but mandated child care centers. In 
other words, the Congress would say, here’s 
the kind of child care you have to have. I 
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think it strengthens the family to do what 
we've done, get legislation through a not alto- 
gether friendly Congress at times, and get 
it through to give the parents the choice for 
child care. 

It is funded, and I hope that it’s of benefit 
to you. There are limits in terms of how 
much a person is making. I don’t remember 
the exact cutoff price, and maybe you’re a 
little beyond that. But I believe that we’ve 
taken a major step forward in child care, and 
I hope it will benefit your family. There are 
no new bills planned for it. 

Mr. Wills. Mr. President, we have tried 
to bring together here in our four cities vot- 
ers, citizens from all walks of life. And this 
next question comes to you, sir, from a man 
who is 17 years old. 


Education 


Q. Good evening, Mr. President. Mr. 
President, I am planning to go to college 
within the next year. But my family may not 
be able to afford my higher education. It is 
a problem that many students and their fami- 
lies face in this community. As President of 
the United States, what will you specifically 
do if you are reelected to provide my genera- 
tion with the educational opportunities that 
we need to succeed in life? 

The President. First place, we've already 
doubled the funding for what they call Pell 
grants; that’s for university. And I hope 
you've applied for that. Maybe—I don’t 
know, again, what your circumstances are. 
But we've doubled the funding on the Pell 
grants, which is the major way of going for- 
ward for college students. And again, as I 
say, I hope that really helps. 

Our main education program relates to 
getting kids ready for college. Frankly, we 
haven't done a good enough job for that. And 
many can’t simply get into the college. So 
our program is called America 2000. It revo- 
lutionizes, literally revolutionizes education. 
It bypasses the old educational bureaucracy. 
It puts choice in the hands of parents for 
public, private, or religious schools. 

Now, some say to me, “Hey, that’s going 
to weaken the public schools.” It hasn't 
worked that way with a woman named Polly 
Williams, a black woman up in Milwaukee. 
The mayor, a Democrat, in Milwaukee 
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strongly supports it. And we believe that if 
you get the quality of elementary and K 
through 12 education, that more ple will 
be able to qualify for existing siahaiies. 

Then I think the answer to your question 
is keep trying to do as much as we can in 
the scholarship field and the student loan 
field for kids like you that probably need 
some support to go through the college of 
your choice. 


Health Care 


Q. My 5-year-old had this question. One 
of the perks afforded you as President is what 
basically amounts to universal health care. 
Since you don’t believe in universal health 
care for the American people, why is it that 
you utilize this benefit when you can clearly 
afford to pay your own medical bills? And 
why isn’t this same program good enough for 
the American people? 

The President. Well, you've got a bright 
5-year-old with very good English, “utilizing 
my benefits.” [Laughter] That kid’s not going 
to have any trouble getting a scholarship. 

I'll tell you, I’m Commander in Chief of 
the Armed Forces, and the Armed Forces 
provide this. This has traditionally been pro- 
vided to the President. I have no apologies 
for it. But the kid is wrong in one thing. I 
hate to say that about your kid; she’s very 
bright if she’s that interested. My plan pro- 
vides insurance for all. For the poorest of 
the poor you get a voucher. For the next 
group, like this guy’s family back here, you’re 
going to get assistance. You're going to get 
tax credit. 

What I don’t want to do is go to a plan 
that nationalizes—in some areas they call it 
socialized medicine—but say nationalizes 
medicine where you lower the quality of 
health care. The answer is to provide insur- 
ance to all, do more in terms of preventative 
medicine. Under Dr. Lou Sullivan, our HHS 
Secretary, we've moved out very well on that. 

We've got to do more to get the costs of 
all this down. One of the things where I differ 
with Governor Clinton is, I think we've got 
to do something about these malpractice 
suits and these awful lawsuits that are raising 
the costs to the tune of $25 to $50 billion. 

But put it this way: If your 5-year-old 
thinks the only way that you’re going to get 
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universal health care coverage is to have 
mandated Government coverage, I disagree 
with her. I think it’s better to use this whole 
brandnew system of pooling insurance to 
provide insurance to the poorest of the poor 
and right on up. So we just have a philosophi- 
cal difference. No difference about wanting 
to get it done, though. 
Abortion 
Q. Good evening, Mr. President. Your 
firm stand against legalized abortion has 
been clearly stated in the past and during 
this campaign. I'd like to ask you this: If the 
Supreme Court reverses the Roe v. Wade de- 
cision during your next term in office, do you 
think that States that outlaw abortion should 
make it a capital crime—— 
The President. No. 
that is, equating abortion with 
murder? And if so, do you think that women 
that receive the abortions and the doctors 
that perform them should be subject to the 
death penalty and/or life imprisonment? 
The President. No, no. The answer is no 
to all of the above. But I do oppose abortion. 
You know, I think it’s wrong to have 28 
million abortions over the last few years. I 
don’t believe you ought to have abortion for 
a—put it this way: If a 13-year-old kid can’t 
even get her ears pierced without parental 
approval, don’t you think we ought to have 
some restraints? Don’t you think that that 
kid ought to have to get permission from the 
arents? I believe in laiten. I believe in 
ife. 1 know my position isn’t particularly pop- 
ular with some, but this is something I feel 
in my heart; take your case to the American 
people. 
But no, on the criminal penalties you're 


talking about. 


Deficit Reduction 


Q. Mr. President, good evening. How is 
your proposal on allowing people to des- 
ignate income tax proceeds toward debt re- 
duction and spending cuts supposed to work? 
And do you believe a citizen would be willing 
to spend his or her own money toward debt 
reduction? 

The President. Debt reduction—I'll get 
to his—there’s three things we need: We 
need a balanced budget amendment to the 
Constitution. A lot of the States have it. We 
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need a line-item veto that says to the Presi- 
dent, if Congress can’t cut it, you can cut 
out the pork by drawing a line through what- 
ever line you want in the veto, in the bill. 
Then they can override you if they want to. 

On this proposal he’s talking about, it’s a 
new one that I have made. And what it says 
to the taxpayer is, when you go fill out your 
tax form, if you care as much about deficit 
reduction as other things, you can then kick 
off 10 percent, a little box on the tax return. 
That will all be added up. Say it comes to 
$40 billion, all the people that fill out the 
tax return, added to $40 billion. Then you 
have to use that money to reduce the debt. 

And that’s going to mean, then, that Con- 
gress is going to have to, working with the 
administration, reduce spending by that 
much. And that gets to be difficult. But it 
forces it; it forces the equation. And if they 
can’t do it in negotiation, then you do what 
they call a sequester. The sequester goes 
right across the board, not touching Social 
Security, but right across the board to get 
the spending down. 

It’s rather simple. And some of the liberal 
economists ridicule it. But I believe those 
three things together can make a significant 
difference on getting this deficit off the back 
of young people like you. When your kids 
come along, if we don’t we're going to be 
in real problems for the future. 

That isn’t easy. I mean, I can’t stand here 
and tell this audience or the audience in Or- 
lando or Jacksonville or Tampa that it’s going 
to be easy. I want to control the growth of 
the mandatory spending program, not cut 
them, control the growth to inflation and to 
allow for population. But that means they're 
not going to be able to grow as fast. They 
can grow, not be cut, but not grow as fast. 

Those things together I think are the way 
we're going to get this deficit down. And that 
check-off ought to be tried. If it doesn’t work, 
change the law. 


Hurricane Andrew Recovery Efforts 


Mr. Wills. Sir, as you know, the people 
here in south Florida for the past many 
weeks now have been trying to recover from 
the devastating effects of Hurricane Andrew. 
The next person you're going to hear from 
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really tonight is in the category of a special 
guest. 

Q. Mr. President, Alex Muxo, city manager 
of the city of Homestead. 

Mr. Wills. And I should add, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that Alex is a nonpartisan officeholder, 
neither Democrat nor Republican. 

The President. 1'll tell you what I think 
about him in a minute. [Laughter] 

Mr. Wills. He wants to tell you what he 
thinks about you. 

The President. I know he does. 

Q. Mr. President, first of all, on behalf of 
all the south Dade community, we really 
thank you from the bottom of our heart for 
your support in this last few months. As a 
matter of fact, tomorrow will be the 2-month 
anniversary of Hurricane Andrew, which we 
all know the devastation caused in our com- 
munity. 

Although your leadership was unwavering, 
you know the outcome of what happened 
with the Congress with Homestead Air Force 
Base. One of the biggest concerns that we 
have now is if the medical facility and the 
PX isn’t built immediately, this community, 
south Dade, Dade County, Monroe, and 
West Palm Beach and Broward, have the 
chance of losing as much as 80,000 retirees 
because those facilities aren’t there. What 
can you do to move that along so we can 
keep these people in our community? 

The President. Well, let me answer Alex’s 
question. But let me tell you about this guy 
because—and this is not a slow ball—he’s 
an independent. He’s strong out there. He 
does what he thinks is right. Here’s a man 
who, when his own home was devastated, was 
out looking after people in the community, 
and that said an awful lot to me. I think it 
said a lot to the people of Florida and the 
people across the country. And I think it 
stimulated a lot of support not just from us, 
from the Federal Government, but it served 
as an inspiration to what I call the Points 
of Light, the people here where they got this 
program Rebuild. You see a guy like this— 
do it. 

I hope we can push it. I hope we can get 
it moving. What Alex is talking about is, I 
made a decision that we were going to re- 
build Homestead. I got hit by Congressmen 
and Senators from different parts of the 
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country because in a shrinking defense budg- 
et they saw a chance to get this money to 
build the installations in their area or keep 
the bases in their area or transfer the facili- 
ties, you know, the intelligence facilities, anti- 
drug facilities, somewhere else. 

We got beat on it. We got some money, 
got a little, not near as much as we wanted. 
On this one, I think we just have to push 
on it and get it done. I don’t think it’s to 
be controversial. I mean, I think it’s some- 
thing we can get through. Our bureaucracy 
is what I think the problem is. 

But we'll keep pushing. I mean, it’s been 
an inspiration to the whole country. I will 
say this to the audience: Government can do 
a lot. When the Government’s spending over 
its head, it can’t do as much as it would like. 
But the private sector response on this is ab- 
solutely amazing. You go out there and you 
see people from North Carolina who were 
helped by you all when their Hurricane Hugo 
came along, and now they've responded. I 
went to Louisiana. There was a bunch of peo- 
ple from North Carolina and South Carolina 
over there, so that American spirit of helping 
one another is still there. I think you all dem- 
onstrated it as vividly as anything out of this 
hurricane situation. 


Correctional Facilities 


Q. With your present tax policies, what will 
you do to assist major cities and counties with 
their overcrowded prison populations on a 
State and local level? 

The President. We have put more money 
into State and local police than ever. Spend- 
ing is up for Federal. But we can’t do the 
whole police corrections facilities bit. That 
can’t be done by the Federal Government. 
We have expanded the Federal prisons. The 
Federal prisoners—you know this, given your 
life to corrections—have spent 85 percent of 
their time in jail. A lot of the States have 
a much less rigorous program. 

We have an assistance program to correc- 
tions institutions, but I just hate to stand here 
and try to promise you that we can increase 
it. What we have done is increase the funding 
considerably for Federal prisons, and we’ve 
increased it for local law enforcement sup- 
port, but not as much in the prison field. 
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Now the answer, I guess, is to continue 
to try to help as much as we can and then 
press forward with programs that are going 
to reduce the incidence of crime. 

I come back to a program we call “Weed 
and Seed,” where you weed out the crimi- 
nals. I don’t know whether you’ve had any— 
working with it at all. But it’s a good new 
approach, gets across partisan lines. It says 
weed out the criminals and then seed the 
communities with hope. Then that gets to 
our whole urban agenda, so people have jobs 
in these cities through enterprise zones and 
tenant management, homeownership, as op- 
posed to the hopelessness and despair that 
results in the crimes that you, fortunately, 
are helping on. 


Women’s Health Care 


Q. Women’s health could be a prime area 
of research for the National Institutes of 
Health, especially in the areas of breast, ovar- 
ian, and cervical cancer. However, Dr. Healy, 
the Director of the NIH, has stated that 
focus on women’s health was not necessary. 
How would you in your next term ensure that 
the NIH increased research and funding in 
women’s health? 

The President. Well, again, I don’t want 
to be under false colors. Every question, al- 
most, says how much more money can you 
spend from the Federal Government, every 
one. And I can understand it. There is a new 
program for breast cancer, and it’s pretty well 
financed out of HHS. I'll have to look at the 
NIH funding. I don’t remember Ms. Healy 
saying that, Dr. Healy. She’s a very able head 
of NIH. 

And I’m not trying to put you down at all, 
because, look, that is a tremendously impor- 
tant cause. The next question I'll get will 
“swore be on AIDS. We're spending up 

rom $4.2 billion to $4.9 billion. And people 

say, “Well, you got to do more.” I’m standing 
here telling these guys how we're going to 
get the deficit down. You can’t do it pain- 
lessly. You can’t do it by slapping more taxes 
on an overtaxed population. So we’re dealing 
with somewhat of a restricted budget in 
doing all these things. 

But let me check on NIH. I’m not just 
putting you off, but I don’t believe that NIH 
is opposed to any women’s health care ef- 
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forts. And our early prevention programs that 
Dr. Sullivan is sponsoring can help get the 
problem—you're a nurse, so you know much 
more about it than I do—but can help before 
you have to be putting the serious treatment 
to people. 


Ross Perot 


Q. My regards to you, President Bush. My 
question to you is, why is there such an integ- 
rity vacuum in today’s government? The si- 
lent majority, like myself, can find more an- 
swers and solutions to the problems in Amer- 
ica today in a book written by Ross Perot, 
“United We Stand,” than by any of the 
present elected officials. And why haven't 
you initiated a special group of highly trained 
individuals to address these problems one by 
one until each Department has been cor- 
rected? 

The President. That's a good question. 
But you see, I differ with Mr. Perot. I don’t 
want to touch Social Security. He has in his 
program doing something about reducing So- 
cial Security for some. I don’t think we ought 
to do that. I think we ought to set Social 
Security aside. It’s not just another guaran- 
teed program. It is a rather sacrosanct pro- 
gram with a trust fund. And so I have a dif- 
ference with him on that. 

I don’t think we need a 50-cent—in your 
hand there in that plan is a 50-cent-a-gallon 
gasoline tax. Now, a lot of people have to 
ride to work, and where you have big dis- 
tances, that is overwhelming. Or if you're a 
cab driver, the poor guy’s trying to make ends 
meet, or a truck driver, he doesn’t need to 
pay 50 cents more per gallon. 

So I don’t want to spend a lot of time look- 
ing at things that I’m opposed to. Now, in 
terms of what Perot is suggesting in terms 
of really having to do something on the 
spending side, I think he’s on to something 
there, but not in these specifics that I’ve 
given you. And so I’m not going to spend 
the taxpayers’ money with having a whole 
new group of people coming in to study 
something that I’m certainly not—going to 
oppose, or that people will oppose if they 
elect me. I mean, I don’t think a Social Secu- 
rity increase or a gasoline tax is the answer 
at this time. 
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So that’s why I would—but don’t let me 
try to put you down by saying there’s no good 
ideas in there; there are. I think we've got 
enough study groups. What we need to do 
is get something done. 

I’ve got one difference with him. You just 
can’t open the hood, say fix it. I mean, you’ve 
got to work with the Congress. And I don’t 
mean to put the blame—I’ll accept blame. 
But when you’re working with Congress, it 
ain’t that easy, believe me. Look at Alex’s 
problem. Here we had a problem that would 
have helped the community just to keep 
something that was there, rebuild it. You’ve 
got all these contrasting interests. I go up 
as President, say restore Homestead, and you 
can’t dictate to them. They’re tough. You've 
got to hit them over the head like that mule 
with a two-by-four. 

But the good news, there’s good news, 
they screwed up that two-bit bank up there 
and that post office so bad that there are 
going to be 100 new Members of Congress. 
And maybe we can get things moving much 
quicker the next term. 


AIDS 


Q. Good evening, Mr. President. I bring 
a question that comes from clients and other 
professionals in my agency. They'd like to 
know why over the last 4 years when the 
Names Project has been in Washington three 
times, you have not visited the Names 
Project, which now contains more than 
26,000 panels for those who have died of 
AIDS? 

The President. Well, that’s a good ques- 
tion. I have felt a little bit unloved by the 
AIDS community. We have spent, as I say, 
far more money on research, far more, I 
think, money on compassionate programs. 
We've got the NIH with their great research- 
ers out there geared up. What happens to 
me when I go out—and I shouldn’t judge 
the whole community by the excesses, but 
they've got an outfit called ACT-UP. And 
they come to my home and throw condoms 
around and behave in a very bad fashion. 
They break up your political appearances. 

I don’t think that helps the cause any. And 
I don’t want to be a lightning rod in a com- 
passionate project like this quilt project by 
going out there. I can take it. Good God, 
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I’ve seen worse characters than those. But 
they don’t help the cause any. For me to go 
as a lightning rod out onto those grounds to 
be yelled at and screamed at and as a symbol, 
I don’t think it helps the AIDS problem. 

The AIDS problem requires compassion, 
requires understanding. Both Barbara and I 
have been to clinics and held AIDS babies 
and tried to demonstrate the concern we feel. 
But to be a lightning rod for the excesses, 
I don’t think that is good for the President 
of the United States. And that’s my very frank 
feeling on it. 

Maybe we differ. Maybe you can make a 
case for ACT-UP. I can’t. When they come 
to a guy’s home, little home village, and stand 
there with outrageous behavior, I’m afraid 
I just have to say I don’t agree with that. 
I don’t agree with them going into a Catholic 
cathedral when people are on their knees 
worshiping, and start throwing condoms 
around. I don’t want to be the symbol for 
that kind of behavior. I want to help that. 
I want to help with research. I want to see 
compassion. But I don’t want to be the cata- 
lyst for excess. That’s why I didn’t do it. 


Communism 


Q. As a major foreign policy accomplish- 
ment, you have consistently maintained in 
this campaign that you deserve credit for the 
dissolution of communism. How can you 
prove that communism is virtually dead when 
more than one million Chinese and, impor- 
tantly, more than 10 million Cubans in our 
backyard are still committed to undemocratic 
governments? 

The President. Well, I don’t say com- 
munism is totally dead. I say imperial com- 
munism is, if not dead, stretched out on the 
slab there about to be buried, because you 
don’t have the Soviet Union anymore. For 
years we had a cold war going on between 
the Soviet Union. That ended. That ended 
when I was President. And I think our poli- 
cies had a lot to do with it. 

Do you remember, do you remember 
about 12 years ago people were saying, “Nu- 
clear freeze, the only way you're going to 
solve nuclear terror for the kids is to freeze, 
stop right where we are.” If we’d have done 
that, there would have been no driving force 
to get the Soviet Union moving towards de- 
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mocracy and to get rid of their nuclear weap- 
ons. I stood out there in the East Room of 
the White House and made a deal with 
Yeltsin to get rid of every single SS-18. Those 
are the big, destabilizing, multiwarheaded 
nuclear missiles. That is a major accomplish- 
ment for all the kids. 

But you're right. I gave a big speech here 
today on Cuba. The guy’s trying to keep his 
snorkel out of the water. Castro, he’s not 
reaching out trying to corrupt the Dominican 
Republic and these other people. 

And China, we’ve got big differences with 
them. What’s happening in China, though, 
is their economic side of the house is moving 
toward market forces. And that’s going to 
lead them to political change. That’s why I 
don’t want to cut off relations with China. 

I’m glad you asked it because if I left the 
impression that I think there’s no more com- 
munism anywhere, I should clear that up. 
There is, but it’s not what I call imperial com- 
munism that’s trying to take over its neigh- 
bors. Thanks for giving me the opportunity. 
I didn’t realize I'd been that unclear on it. 


Space Programs 


Q. I’m an aerospace worker. In obtaining 
funding for space station, it’s been tough 
going through the Democrat-controlled Con- 
gress. My question is, specifically, how com- 
mitted will your new administration be to- 
wards funding our space station and our fu- 
- space programs at Kennedy Space Cen- 
ter! 

The President. Rick, I’m committed, and 
my word is on the line on that. It’s in every 
budget we've sent forward. We're going to 
continue to fight for it. One of the places 
I might be able to do better on is to convince 
people that the research that goes into the 
space station and the space station itself will 
benefit not just those interested in space but 
all mankind. Now, you guys know this. The 
fallout in medicine and other fields from our 
space effort already has been appreciable. 
Agriculture has benefited. 

So I am committed. I will keep fighting 
for it. We have a big fight with Congress be- 
cause when money is tight, as it is, you’ve 
got to set priorities. But research and devel- 
opment is going to lead this country to a 


brandnew level of prosperity for young peo- 
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ple. And you guys are on the cutting edge. 
So we're going to fight again in the next Con- 
gress for it. 

Ms. Bishop. Mr. President, Diane Tass is 
with us, and she has a question not only im- 
portant to the country but terribly important 
to this community. 


Airline Industry 


Q. I wanted to know, Mr. President, how 
do you plan to support some of these airlines 
that are being edged out by the big three 
or four, and especially for just the average 
traveler who, once we get down to three or 
four airlines, we’re not going to be able to 
travel on vacations? Also I want to know how 
you feel about the USAir-British Airways alli- 
ance. 

The President. Good questions. First I’ve 
got to start off with, we may have a philo- 
sophical difference. I don’t believe it’s the 
Government’s role to say how many airlines 
there are going to be, which ones are going 
to survive, which ones not. The market has 
to do that for the most part, unless you want 
to go to state-owned airlines. And I don’t 
want to do that. 

So we're just going to have to be as com- 
petitive as possible. The problem with my 
argument is, a little bit, is that there are some 
Government controls on airlines because the 
routes are set. But I still don’t want to see 
Government saying who’s going to get in, 
who can’t get in, who’s got to get out. 

On the USAir deal, it’s a tough one right 
now. It boils down to this, that British Air 
wants to take over USAir. USAir workers are 
pe me out here in the field when I 
and, wherever I land, wherever there’s any 
USAir. Standing next to them in the field 
are the American Airline pickets, all decent, 
wonderful Americans, all concerned about 
their jobs. American Airlines are saying, 
“Don’t let British come in and take over 
USAir unless we get access to the European 
markets.” 

Now, here’s what will seem like a hedge 
to you. This matter is now under adjudication 
with the Secretary of Transportation. And to 
prejudge what his decision is, I would be— 
I wouldn’t be run out of office, but I’d have 
a lot of explaining to do in the legal commu- 
nity. And I’m not going to do it. But it is 
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being heard. The interests are very difficult 
because you’ve got people whose jobs are 
going to be threatened one way or the other. 
It will come to me. I’m not ducking it; it 
will come to me. But I have to wait until 
we hear from the Department before I tell 
you what I think is going to happen on the 
British Air-USAir proposed merger. 

On balance, on general statement, please 
discount airlines, I think we need more ac- 
cess to foreign markets in everything, wheth- 
er it’s agriculture or whether it’s textiles or 
whatever it is. Exports have saved us in an 
extraordinarily difficult global recession, and 
exports are going to lift us up and lead us 
out of it. But they aren’t if we don’t hammer 
away and get more access to foreign markets. 

Thank you. 


Retraining Military Personnel 


Q. Good evening, Mr. President. 

The President. Hi. 

Q. Good evening, Mr. President. I’m Ser- 
geant Oliver, stationed at MacDill Air Force 
Base. What type of program or help will you 
offer those military members who are now 
being forced out of the military? 

The President. Just signed a bill today, 
the Defense Authorization Act, which also 
included this Cuban Democracy Act, I might 
add, signed it in Miami. And that has a sig- 
nificant numbers of millions, up in the hun- 
dreds of millions, for retraining and reloca- 
tion. 

The sergeant puts his finger on something. 
Because we were successful, Desert Storm, 
around the world, we are cutting back on 
defense. I’ve cut back on it significantly. My 
opponent Governor Clinton and Ross Perot 
want to cut it $50 billion more. I’m not going 
to do that. I’m going to wait until I get a 
recommendation by Colin Powell and Dick 
Cheney, in whom I have total trust and 
whom the Nation trusts, because I think, 
even though there are problems in this 
world, I mean, a lot of the problems have 
been solved, there still are wolves out there. 
And we'd better be strong. 

But back to your question. The new de- 
fense authorization bill authorizes significant 
funds for exactly what you're talking about. 
But let’s not let them cut into the muscle 
of our defense. 
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Taxes 

Q. It is my understanding that capital gains 
tax reduction is actually supported by Bill 
Clinton. Is he not letting the public know 
this because a reduction of capital gains 
would actually help the middle class as much, 
if not more, than it would help the so-called 
wealthy? And isn’t it true that the only time 
we should be happy about taxes is when ours 
are going down and not when anybody else’s 
are going up? 

The President. Well, you're my kind of 
guy. That’s what I think. [Laughter] But for 
years the Democrats have been beating up 
on me saying capital gains is a tax break for 
the rich. Let me tell you something. For 
months I’ve been asking the Congress to pass 
an investment tax allowance, a tax credit for 
the first-time homebuyer, and a cut in capital 
gains, not to help some rich guy but to create 
new small businesses. Small businesses em- 
ploy two-thirds of the people. Jobs in the pri- 
vate sector would have been enhanced. I’m 
going to keep on fighting for breaks for small 
business, and one of them is capital gains. 

I cannot get that point across. And if Gov- 
ernor Clinton is for it, he’s whispering in one 
place and then—the first bad thing I've said 
about the guy tonight. But look, you can’t 
be on all sides of every issue. And if he’s 
for it, stand up and get his Members of Con- 
gress, who allegedly are—who are opposed 
to it, to say, “I will support this man. I will 
get it through.” I have big differences with 
him, and this may be one of them. But if 
he’s for it, he’s whispering it to the business 
guys but not saying anything to the rest of 
the people about it. 


Young Voters 


Q. Mr. Bush, Bill Clinton and Al Gore 
have reached out to young voters with their 
recent appearances on MTV. Why have you 
and Vice President Quayle rejected such op- 
portunities to reach out to 18- to 24-year- 
old voters? 

The President. Hey, we’re trying to reach 
out to them with programs. I’m not too much 
of a mod MTV man. But I don’t think what 
program you _— on—I can’t play the sax- 
ophone, but I know a good deal about issues. 
And so you can’t be everywhere. I think our 
programs have strong appeal for young peo- 
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ple, whether it’s education reform or whether 
it’s on the health care so their families have 
a much better break on that, whether it’s on 
college scholarships where our record is su- 
perb in terms of these Pell grants. 

But look, there’s something funny going 
on in American politics. I’ve been doing this 
kind of program since 1978 in forums that 
were called “Ask George Bush.” And I like 
it. I feel comfortable. 

Some of the programs to get out there and 
kind of outdo Oprah or Phil Donahue, that’s 
not my style. Maybe MTV would be a good 
one, and I'll think about it. But you can’t 
do them all, and you shouldn’t be judged by 
whether you go on one single network or one 
single program. That’s my answer. 


National Debt 


Q. Good evening, President Bush. How 
do you envision American life and standard 
of living in 5 to 10 years if the national debt 
isn’t controlled? 

The President. Not good. But I think we 
can control it. You’ve got to start by control- 
ling the growth of mandatory spending and 
not do it by raising people’s taxes. And I think 
that will stimulate economic growth. 

We're limping along. We've had five 
straight quarters of economic growth. The 
definition of recession is two straight quarters 
of negative “oes We haven't had negative 
growth for five quarters. That’s over a year 
and a—maybe six now, because the end of 
September, I think we'll find we grew. So 
we've had very anemic growth, caught up in 
an economic global recession in some coun- 
tries, slowdown in others. We're going to 
come out of that. The way we’re going to 
come out of it, I believe, is by controlling 
the growth of our spending, by stimulating 
through the kinds of tax proposals I told him 
about, and getting this country growing. 
After the last recession, we grew at 5.4 per- 
cent. Now we’re growing at 1.7 or 1.8 per- 
cent, maybe up into 2 now. And it’s too ane- 
mic. 

So you've got to have economic programs 
that are going to stimulate growth. And when 
that happens, then the standard of living, the 
standard of living goes up. Personal income 
is up in this country. Agricultural income has 
reached a high under our administration. 
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Please don’t wait to hear about that on the 
top of the CBS evening news or NBC or 
ABC—lI've got to be careful here—because 
you don’t get much good economic news out 
there. The unemployment claims went down 
yesterday, the biggest since, I think, 2 years, 
and I didn’t even hear about it on the news. 

I’m not saying everything’s perfect. A lot 
of people are hurting. But don’t despair 
about the future standard of living if we get 
in there and bring a lot of new Members 
of Congress and say, now let’s do what the 
people want done. I don’t think they want 
their taxes raised. I do think they want to 
stimulate the economy. 


Family Leave Bill 


Q. Mr. President, time and time again you 
have used your veto power to go against the 
wishes of the American public. You did this 
by vetoing the family leave bill, something 
that I feel our country really needed. At a 
time when your campaign has pushed for 
family values, how could you veto the bill? 
And please don’t tell me that it was so it 
wouldn’t hurt small businesses. From what 
I understand. 

The President. That’s a good answer to 
it. 

Q. those with less than 50 employees 
would have been exempt. Is that true? 

The President. They would have been ex- 
empt, but we have a better idea. In the first 
place, I keep telling everybody here, and I'll 
tell them up there, the thing that’s going to 
lead us out of this into recovery is small busi- 
ness. They do not need any more mandates 
from Washington. 

My approach was a tax credit approach. 
And that includes—what are those eyes going 
up? You don’t agree with it. [Laughter] I saw 
you rolling your eyes. But my approach says 
why not the lower than 50? Why not the 
mom-and-pop store? Why not others? And 
my program would have covered them all. 
You want to go with having the Government 
dictate all this, and to say that that veto 
makes me less on family? I’m sorry. I reject 
it. It’s a philosophical difference. And let's 
get a little more support out of these who 
think the Government can do it all for some 
ways to strengthen the American family, as 
those mayors urged us to do. 
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I’m for family leave. I am not for need- 
lessly burdening small businesses. So I am 
telling you what you don’t want to hear. Sorry 
about that. 


Enterprise Zones 


Q. I'd like to ask you, considering the fi- 
nancial constraints facing cities yet the in- 
creasing need, would you support a plan to 
offer low or interest-free loans to local or 
State governments for infrastructure im- 
provements? 

The President. \'d rather do it through 
enterprise zones. I’d rather do it through tax 
breaks to bring jobs into the inner cities. 
That’s my priority. And it’s a program—when 
L.A. blew up, L.A., South Central, the 
Mayor, the Governor, and Peter Ueberroth 
all came back. I arranged for a meeting in 
the Cabinet Room with the Speaker and 
Gephardt, the leader of the Democrats in the 
House, and the Senate leaders. All three of 
those people from California said the way to 
help the cities is through enterprise zones, 
urban enterprise zones. So that’s my pre- 
ferred approach, rather than the one you sug- 
gest. I really think it will work. I believe it 
will work. 


Aid to Russia and the Federal Budget 


Q. My question is as follows: Do you be- 
lieve that the United States must invest a sig- 
nificant amount of money in the Russian 
economy in order to help Mr. Yeltsin’s new- 
found democracy, prevent a resurgence of 
the hardliners, and perhaps initiating a new 
cold war? And part two of the question is, 
how do you think this would influence in bal- 
ancing the budget? 

The President. The answer to your ques- 
tion is yes, I believe it. We have already 
passed on a bipartisan basis a thing called 
the FREEDOM Support Act. It’s like an in- 
surance policy. It says we spent trillions of 
dollars in the cold war, and now Boris Yeltsin, 
the guy that stood on the tank and brought 
democracy forward in Russia, needs support. 
The Russian people need it. And we've al- 
ready done it. I don’t think we need more 
of that regard. 

But you raise a good point. Anything we 
do of that nature makes balancing the budget 
more difficult, any spending. All these pro- 
grams we're being asked about tonight makes 
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getting the deficit down hard. So what you 
have to do is put together a budget, as I do 
every year. Four straight years I’ve had budg- 
ets that get in balance, putting to the Con- 
gress over 5 years. You can’t do it in one. 
Included in the last one is funding for the 
FREEDOM Support Act. 

But the man’s on to something. I mean, 
I happen to think that this is an insurance 
policy with Russia. I don’t want to see them 
go back to totalitarianism. Let’s hope that this 
approach keeps them from doing that. But 
it costs money. And we've got to recognize 
it every time. Whether it’s a program here 
or a program there, the taxpayer is bearing 
the burden. 
Haiti 

Q. Mr. President, your own immigration 
officials interviewed Haitian refugees and 
found 40 percent were not economic mi- 
grants but had credible fears of political per- 
secution in Haiti. We correctly give wi Sai 
to Cuban refugees. Why since May have you 
ordered the Coast Guard to repatriate all of 
the Haitian boat people to a dictatorship we 
don’t even recognize and which the State 
Department says executes and tortures its 
own people and which actually fingerprints 
the arrivals in Port-au-Prince and photo- 
graphs them? And lastly, if you’re oe seri- 
ous about restoring Haiti’s ousted a 
ically elected government, why do you let oil 
and other essential supplies reach Haiti’s dic- 
tators from Europe? 

The President. Let me answer the last 


part first. We’re not trying to starve the peo- 


ple of Haiti, and we're not trying to freeze 
them or cook them or do anything of that 
nature. 

On the first part of your question, this in- 
formation that 40 percent are considered po- 
litical refugees, I’d like to see the documenta- 
tion of that because our program says the 
law will apply. Political refugees have access 
to asylum. 

What I don’t want to do is to see these 
merchants of death, these guys that rent 
these leaky boats or build them, then sell pas- 
sage to poor people, who offer them the hope 
of coming to America, and then have a rescue 
operation—some of them not rescued—at 
sea. We had a program to screen these peo- 
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ple in Haiti. I must have different informa- 
tion than you, but I’ve got pretty good infor- 
mation as President of the United States that 
these people are not being persecuted when 
they go to file their claims for asylum. So 
we've got a factual difference there. 


Q. In the Embassy, a case has come to 
our attention—it’s not the first one—of a 
man who applied in June at the Embassy; 
3 months later they invited him for an inter- 
view, but he’d been dead 9 days. Earlier a 
man’s toenails had been ripped out. There 
are 11,000 people that your own asylum offi- 
cers in Guantanamo for 6 months before 
June, said had credible fears of persecution 
in Haiti, and they'd been allowed to come 
here and ask for asylum. But now you send 


everybody back. 


The President. That’s exactly my point. 
If they find cases like that, they’re allowed 
to apply. 

Q. But now you're sending them back with 
no asylum interviews whatsoever, right to the 
docks to get fingerprinted by the Haitian 
military. 

The President. But I am told that when 
they go back there, there is not this persecu- 
tion. You've raised it; let me take a look at 
it. 

Aristide going back, we support that. I’ve 
got to be a little careful as President on what 
I say about him and how it works and what 
he’s doing here. Our policy has been to sup- 
port the OAS, the Organization of American 
States, to get this man back, not because of 
a great love for any individual but because 
of a commitment to democracy. I don’t like 
to see democracy aborted by a coup. It isn’t 
working too well because you don’t have the 
public support that he once had. But we’re 
going to stay with that for a while. But shut- 
ting down the oil is not that easy either. You 
ask the naval people about that. 

Mr. Wills. Mr. President, I hate to stop 
this—— 

The President. Kind of interesting de- 
bate, though. 

Mr. Wills. but I’ve got to move on 
to Tampa-St. Petersburg for our next ques- 
tion. 
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The Character Issue 


Q. Good evening, Mr. President. I wanted 
to find out from you what is the goals of your 
administration for the next 5 years? And also, 
I am a person who served in the military, 
and m ther served before me, and I want 
to find out our thoughts on the integrity of 
the person who will serve in the White 
House? 


The President. The goals are restore eco- 
nomic prosperity to this country. That is the 
single overriding goal. As Commander in 
Chief of the Armed Forces, as custodian of 
the national security, I’ve got to guarantee 
against threats to the United States or threats 
to the free world, really, and I take that re- 
sponsibility very, very seriously. 

In terms of the next person to serve there, 
I have had differences with Governor Clin- 
ton. And some say to me, “You're old-fash- 
ioned. I find it difficult to understand how 
the Commander in Chief reacts,” taking the 
position that he did, that it’s okay to organize 
demonstrations against your country when 
your country is at war in a foreign land. Peo- 

le say, “What’s the difference in a foreign 
and?” I don’t know. I make a distinction. 
If you want to protest, come to the White 
House and do it. That’s the American way. 
Everybody else does. Why don’t you come 
along and do that? But I have big differences. 

But my differences with Governor Clinton 
in terms of the custodianship of the—or the 
being Commander in Chief is the problem 
that he has with kind of coming down on 
one position. On the war he said, “I agree 
with the minority, but I guess I would have 
voted for the majority.” You can’t do that in 
the Oval Office. You have to make a decision. 
And sometimes it’s painful, and you'll make 
a mistake and you say, “Look, I fouled that 
up. I made a mistake.” 

But on the war, we did the right thing, 
and I thought his position was waffling 
around out there. So I can’t pass judgment 
on how anybody else would behave. But I’ve 
tried to uphold the honor. Honor, duty and 
country: I believe in that. I believe in service 
to country. And I think I’m a better Com- 
mander in Chief because I fought for my 
country. I don’t think it’s a mandatory re- 
quirement, but I just think it’s made me 
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more sensitive when you have to commit 
somebody else’s son or someone’s daughter 
to combat, having been there. 

Mr. Wills. Mr. President, we’ve run out 
of time. Thank you so much for being here 
with us tonight. 

That was our last question. We know there 
are so many others. We'd like to get them 
all in, but we have used up all of our time. 
We hope that the Florida News Network, 
through their town meetings, has helped you 
make an informed choice on November 3d. 

Ms. Bishop. I’m sure last month you saw 
Governor Clinton on our town meeting, and 
the Florida News Network has issued an invi- 
tation to Ross Perot. We are waiting for his 
response. We thank all of you for joining us 
on television. Thank you here in our studio 
and our other studios around the State. 

And of course, thank you, Mr. President, 
for being with us. 

The President. Thank you all very, very 
much. 


Note: The question-and-answer session 
began at 8 p.m. at the WPLG-TV studios. 
WPLG-TV anchor Ann Bishop and W]XT- 
TV, Jacksonville, FL, anchor Tom Wills 
served as moderators for the session. In his 
remarks, the President referred to Gen. John 
W. Vessey, U.S.A. ret., Special Emissary to 
Hanoi for POW-MIA Affairs. This item was 
not received in time for publication in the 
appropriate issue. 


Statement on Signing the Depository 
Institutions Disaster Relief Act of 
1992 


October 23, 1992 


Today I am signing into law H.R. 6050, 
the “Depository Institutions Disaster Relief 
Act of 1992.” The Act provides the banking 
regulatory agencies with limited discretion to 
waive or modify certain regulatory require- 
ments. These requirements needlessly re- 
strict the flow of banking and credit services 
to areas devastated by Hurricanes Andrew 
and Iniki and the Los Angeles riots. This leg- 
islation will provide welcome relief to feder- 
ally insured depository institutions and their 
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customers in these shattered neighborhoods 
and help expedite recovery efforts. 

Following a meeting with bankers in south 
Florida in early September, my Administra- 
tion first proposed legislation to assure the 
full participation of banks, thrifts, and credit 
unions in the process of recovery from disas- 
ters or major emergencies. This Act stems 
from the Administration’s original proposal 
and will be very helpful to the residents of 
south Florida, south-central Louisiana, 
Kauai, and Los Angeles. 

This is the first banking legislation in a 
decade that does nothing but reduce regu- 
latory burdens. I urge the next Congress to 
build upon this measure by the passage of 
my Credit Availability and Regulatory Relief 
Act (CARRA), which would reduce the ex- 
cessive regulatory burden on the banking in- 
dustry generally and permit banks to provide 
the credit needed for sustained economic 
growth. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 23, 1992. 


Note: H.R. 6050, approved October 23, was 
assigned Public Law No. 102-485. This item 
was not received in time for publication in 
the appropriate issue. 


Executive Order ree 
Bidding on Federal and Federally 
Funded Construction Projects 


October 23, 1992 


By the authority vested in me as President 
by the Constitution and the laws of the 
United States of America, including the Fed- 
eral Property and Administrative Services 
Act, 40 U.S.C. 471 et seq., in order to (1) 

romote and ensure open bidding on Federal 
and federally funded construction projects; 
(2) increase competition in Federal construc- 
tion contracts and contracts under Federal 
grants or cooperative agreements; (3) reduce 
construction costs; (4) expand job opportuni- 
ties, especially for small businesses; and (5) 
uphold the associational rights of workers 
freely to select, or refrain from selecting, bar- 
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gaining representatives and to decide wheth- 
er or not to be union members, so as to pro- 
vide access to employment opportunities on 
Federal and federally funded construction 
projects for all workers; thereby promoting 
the economical and efficient administration 
and completion of Federal and federally 
funded construction projects, it is hereby or- 
dered as follows: 

Section 1. (a) To the extent permitted by 
law, before any executive agency may award 
any construction contract after the effective 
date of this order, or obligate funds pursuant 
to such contract, it shall ensure that neither 
the agency’s bid specifications, project agree- 
ments, nor other controlling documents, nor 
those of any contractor or construction man- 
ager, shall: 

(1) Require bidders, offerors, contrac- 
tors or subcontractors to enter into or 
adhere to agreements with one or more 
labor organizations, on the same or 
other related construction project(s), or 
(2) Otherwise discriminate against bid- 
ders, offerors, contractors or sub- 
contractors for refusing to become or re- 
main signatories or otherwise adhere to 
agreements with one or more labor or- 
ganizations, on the same or other related 
construction project(s), or 
(3) Require any bidder offeror, contrac- 
tor or subcontractor to enter into, ad- 
here to, or enforce any agreement that 
requires its employees, as a condition of 
employment, to: 
(i) become members of or affiliated 
with a labor organization; or 
(ii) pay dues or fees to a labor organi- 
zation, over an employee’s objection, 
in excess of the employee’s share of 
labor organization costs relating to 
collective bargaining, contract admin- 
istration, or grievance adjustment. 

(b) No contractor, and no subcontractor 
under a Federal contract, shall require, as 
a condition of any subcontract relating to a 
Government construction contract, that the 
party with which it contracts impose or en- 
orce any of the elements specified in section 
1(a)(1)-(3) above in performing its sub- 
contract. This section does not prohibit a 
contractor or subcontractor from voluntarily 
entering into an otherwise lawful agreement 
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with a labor organization regarding its own 
employees. 

(c) Contracts awarded before the effective 
date of this order, and subcontracts awarded 
pursuant to such contracts, whenever award- 
ed, shall not be governed by this order. 

Sec. 2. (a) The heads of executive agencies 
shall, within 30 days of the date of issuance 
of this order, review all statutes under their 
jurisdiction that provide authority to issue 
grants or enter into cooperative agreements 
for construction projects and identify any 
statute that provides authority to condition 
a grant award or cooperative agreement on 
the recipient’s or party’s agreement that nei- 
ther bid specifications, project agreements, 
nor other controlling documents pertaining 
to the grant or cooperative agreement con- 
tain any of the elements specified in section 
1(a)(1)—(3), above. 

(b) The heads of executive agencies shall 
exercise any authority identified pursuant to 
section 2(a), to the extent consistent with law, 
so as to preclude the grant recipient or party 
to a cooperative agreement from imposing 
any of the elements specified in section 
1(a)(1)-(3) above in connection with any 
such grant or cooperative agreement, award- 
ed or entered into after the date of such exer- 
cise. 

Sec. 3. (a) In the event that a Federal con- 
tractor or construction manager does not 
perform in accordance with section 1 above, 
the executive agency shall take such action 
as may be appropriate, as determined by the 
agency, consistent with law or regulation, in- 
cluding, but not limited to, debarment, sus- 
pension, termination for default, or withhold- 
ing of payments. 

(b) In the event that a recipient of a Fed- 
eral grant or party to a cooperative agree- 
ment does not perform in accordance with 
section 2(b) above, the executive agency that 
awarded the grant shall take such action, as 
determined by the agency, consistent with 
law or regulation, as may be appropriate. 

Sec. 4. (a) The head of an executive agen- 
cy may exempt a particular project, contract, 
subcontract, grant, or cooperative agreement 
from the requirements of any or all of the 
provisions of sections 1 and 2 of this order, 
if the agency head finds that special cir- 


cumstances require an exemption in order 
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to avert an imminent threat to public health 
or safety or to serve the national security. 

(b) A finding of “special circumstances” 
under section 4(a) may not be based on the 
possibility of, or an actual labor dispute con- 
cerning the use of: 

(1) contractors or subcontractors who 
are nonsignatories to, or otherwise do 
not adhere to, agreements with one or 
more labor organizations, or 

(2) employees on the project who are 
not members of or affiliated with a labor 
organization. 

Sec. 5. (a) “Construction contract” as used 
in this order means any contract for the con- 
struction, rehabilitation, alteration, conver- 
sion, extension, or repair of buildings, high- 
ways, Or other improvements to real prop- 
erty. 

(b) “Executive agency” as used in this 
order shall have the same meaning it has in 
5 U.S.C. 105. 

(c) “Labor organization” as used in this 
order shall have the same meaning it has in 
42 U.S.C. 2000e(d). 

Sec. 6. Within 30 days of the issuance of 
this order, the Federal Acquisition Regu- 
latory Council shall take whatever action is 
required to amend the Federal Acquisition 
Regulation in order to implement the provi- 
sions of this order. 

Sec. 7. This order is not intended to create 
any right or benefit, substantive or proce- 
dural, enforceable by a nonfederal party 
against the United States, its agencies or in- 
strumentalities, its officers or employees, or 
any other person. 

Sec. 8. This order shall become effective 
30 days after the date of this order. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 23, 1992. 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 
4:49 p.m., October 26, 1992] 


Note: This Executive order was published in 
the Federal Register on October 28. This item 
was not received in time for publication in 
the appropriate issue. 
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Letter to Congressional Leaders 
Transmitting a Report on Trade With 
Canada 


October 23, 1992 


Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Pursuant to section 103 of the United 
States-Canada Free-Trade Agreement Im- 
plementation Act of 1988 (Public Law 100- 
449), I am pleased to submit the attached 
report and related documents pertaining to 
an action to amend Annex 301.2, which per- 
tains to rules of origin. 


Sincerely, 
George Bush 


Note: Identical letters were sent to Dan Ros- 
tenkowski, Chairman, House Committee on 
Ways and Means, and Lloyd Bentsen, Chair- 
man, Senate Committee on Finance. This 
item was not received in time for publication 
in the appropriate issue. 


Remarks to the Community in 
Montgomery, Alabama 


October 24, 1992 


The President. Thank you very much. 
Wow! Thank you very much. And I am so 
very pleased to be back in this great State 
on this beautiful Saturday day. Let me just 
say I want to pay my respects to your Gov- 
ernor. I want to thank Mayor Emory Folmar, 
my long-time, longstanding friend. I'll give 
you a little advice. If you want to win a State 
and if you want to win it with conviction and 
honor, get Emory Folmar at your side. I am 
proud he is at mine. And also, I want to salute 
my bass fishing friend, Ray Scott, who has 
made this great Alabama pastime a national 
pastime. I have threatened to him that when 
this election is over, with a much more re- 
laxed attitude, I’m coming back to Pintlala, 
Alabama, and catch some bass. 

And of course, I would be remiss if I didn’t 
single out Bill Dickinson, who has served this 
area with such distinction in the Congress. 
If we had more like him, they wouldn't be 
holding up these signs everywhere I go say- 
ing, “Clean House!” We must clean House. 
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We'll get this guy up there, get Terry Smith 
up there, and we'll clean the House out, I'll 
tell you. Now, also while we're at it, let’s 
clean Senate and elect Rick Sellers to the 
United States Senate. And I want to say, 
here’s the guy. Now vote for this man. Come 
on, Rick. Another man, Don Sledge, running 
in another area for Congress, good luck to 
you. Terry Everett is running for the Dickin- 
son seat, and we've got to get him elected 
there. 

So thank you all. And I’m told that we had 
a—hey—l|applause|—for the 7th District. 
Hey, listen, we get these guys elected and 
we won't see those signs saying “Clean 
House!” We will have done our part. Besides, 
he’s big enough to whip ’em all up there, 
so—|laughter|—that’s good. We need that 
man there, I'll tell you. 

Now, may I thank the Jefferson Davis and 
Lee High School participants around here. 
Great job. And finally, Bart Starr. You know, 
I look over my shoulder and see a great son 
of Alabama, the legendary quarterback Bart 
Starr. You know, many years ago in the fro- 
zen tundra of Wisconsin, Bart Starr led those 
Packers to a stunning playoff victory against 
the Dallas Cowboys. And let me tell you 
something, he is here today because that ac- 
centuates the fact that we are going to 
achieve another stunning upset victory and 
represent these people in the United States 
for 4 more years. Thank you, Bart. 

Now, I hate to ruin this beautiful Saturday, 
but I do think we must get in perspective, 
before the American people go to the polls, 
the Arkansas record. The people in Arkan- 
sas—everyone in Alabama knows it because 
we have friends, we in Texas, you in Alabama 
have friends in Arkansas—they are good and 
decent and honorable people. But let me tell 
you what the record has been with Bill Clin- 
ton. They are the 50th in the quality of envi- 
ronmental initiatives; 50th in percentage of 
adults with college degrees. They are 50th 
in per capita spending on criminal justice. 
They are 49th in per capita spending on po- 
lice protection; 48th in percentage of adults 
with a high school diploma; 48th in spending 
on corrections; 46th on teachers’ salaries; 
45th in the overall well-being of children. 
And the other night, Governor Clinton said 
in that debate in Michigan, he said, “I want 
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to do for America what I’ve done for Arkan- 
sas.” No way. We cannot let him do that. 

It’s like sending the guy who finishes last 
in managing the Little League in Montgom- 
ery, telling him to manage the Braves. We 
don’t need that kind of change. This guy talks 
about change. That’s all your going to have 
left in your pocket if we listen to his program. 
And here it is—all right, you taxpayers, get 
ready—this is before he’s even gotten start- 
ed: $150 billion in new taxes, bigger than 
McGovern and Dukakis put together; $220 
billion in new spending. And I call that trick- 
le-down Government. Give it to the Govern- 
ment, and you never see it again. He says 
he'll get it from the rich. But the rest of you 
guys out there that have to work for a living, 
you nurses or you teachers or you cab drivers 
or you truck drivers, watch your wallet. There 
aren’t enough rich people to pay for this guy’s 
promises and al! Al Gore’s extreme environ- 
mental positions. There are not enough so 
he’s coming after you. Watch your wallet, 
America. This guy is coming after you. But 
I’m not going to let him do it. 

Audience members. Four more years! 
Four more years! Four more years! 

The President. All right, it’s fine to stand 
up and point out all the things that are wrong. 
And yes, we’ve got problems, and yes, people 
are hurting, and yes, some people at work 
want to know where they're going to get the 
jobs, how they're going to keep them. But 
let me tell you something. The last time we 
tried his kind of change, when you had a lib- 
eral Democrat in the White House and that 
same old crowd controlling the Congress, 
who remembers? He changed inflation, all 
right; he changed it up to 15 percent. He 
destroyed the family budgets and the interest 
rates—some of you homeowners remember 
what they were—they were 21 percent. We 
do not need that kind of change for America. 
My view is to cut that spending, get the Gov- 
ernment spending down and the taxes down, 
and then stimulate investment in small busi- 
ness, not in Government, but in small busi- 
ness. They create two-thirds of the jobs, two- 
thirds. Give them a tax break, and get Amer- 
ica back to work. 

The doom-and-gloom crowd is a little too 
much. You know, my favorite bumper-stick- 
er—I don’t know whether we've got any of 
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them around here—there’s a marvelous— 
yes, it’s here, right over there. That’s over 
there: “Annoy the Media.” They wouldn't 
know good news if it hit them in the face. 
Have you gotten this from your television 
yet? Have you heard this on the television 
at night, i unemployment claims have 
gone down to the lowest in 2 years? Have 
you heard that inflation is down, that interest 
rates are down, that total employment is 93 
percent, inflation 2.5 to 3 percent, home 
mortgages are 8 percent? Now, ask yourself 
this: Can Bill Clinton do better than this, or 
will he make things worse? I think he’ll make 
things worse. 

Here’s what we're going to do. We're 
going to increase our exports. We're going 
to create more jobs right here in Montgom- 
ery, Alabama, and all across this country that 
are concerned with exports. Exports have 
saved us in what is essentially a global reces- 
sion or a global slowdown. Our economy— 
don’t listen to Governor Clinton, you'll never 
hear this; nobody will report it on the news— 
is doing better than Japan, doing better than 
Germany, doing better than Europe, doing 
better than Canada. It’s not good enough, 
it’s not good enough. We’re going to create 
export jobs by barging into those foreign 
markets. And that means prosperity for peo- 
ple in Alabama. Not protection, exports. 

And I'll tell you another one where I’ve 
got a big difference with the Governor from 
Arkansas. That is on legal reform. I think it’s 
a shame when people don’t dare coach Little 
League because some crazy trial lawyer is 
going to come along and try to sue them, 
or when somebody sees an automobile acci- 
dent and they don’t dare stop along the high- 
way because if they move a person, trying 
to help them, and then it doesn’t work out, 
somebody's going to sue him for caring. And 
when a doctor is afraid to practice and deliver 
babies because of a crazy suit. We've got to 
sue each other less and care for each other 
more. 

I heard Mayor Folmar talking about health 
care. And yes, he is right, we need health 
care for all. Our program provides health 
care insurance to the poorest of the poor. 
Then it gives tax breaks to the income brack- 
et above that that are trying to make ends 
meet. It gets pooling of insurance, works with 
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managed care, does something about mal- 
practice insurance. But it does something 
else. It provides the best quality of health 
care. We have the best. And I don’t want 
to drive these doctors out of medicine by put- 
ting the Government further into pee <0 

There’s another area where I have a big 
difference with Governor Clinton, and that 
is on crime. Arkansas prisoners spend 20 per- 
cent of their sentences in jail; the Federal, 
the one I’m responsible for, 85 percent. I 
believe we need tougher laws that back up 
these dedicated people on the highways, 
these police officers in the neighborhoods, 
the sheriffs people. We need to back law 
enforcement. And in doing that, we will be 
strengthening the neighborhoods for every 
single family in this country. 

One of the great meetings we had was in 
the Oval Office, I think it was last week. I 
think it was eight people came to see me. 
They were up there sak said, we are support- 
ing you. And they were from Arkansas. They 
were from the Fraternal Order of Police in 
Little Rock who endorsed me for President 
of the United States. Good, decent, hard- 
working people. 

We talk about reforming the Congress. 
Let’s challenge Governor Clinton to say 
where he stands on these items: I want a 
balanced budget amendment to make the 
Congress get this deficit down. I want a 
check-off, to check off on the taxpayers’— 
to have a check-off on the income tax form. 
You can check up to 10 percent. And then 
you put it up there and add them all together 
across the country, and that is the force of 
law to make Congress reduce spending by 
that amount. And I believe it will work. 

And another one is—time has come for 
it, 43 Governors have it. I get legislation by 
this crazy Congress coming down there ev- 
eryday; two good things in it, eight bad. Give 
the President what the Governors have, get 
the deficit down by giving me that line-item 
veto, cross it out. 

I'll tell you, I'll tell you there’s another 
thing. I'll tell you what's going to really de- 
cide this election at the last minute. It’s goin 
to be a question of character and trust. An 
I believe, I hope I have earned the trust of 
the American people. What you do—you 
represent the American people’s interest in 
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that Oval Office, and you have to make tough 
decisions. And sometimes you make a mis- 
take. You’re human like everybody else, and 
you say, I make it. You look people in the 
eye and say, we're going to go forward to- 
gether. But you cannot be on every side of 
every issue. It is a question of character: if 
you try to whisper one thing here and do 
something else there. Governor Clinton tries 
to have it both ways. And yes, it’s a fair issue. 
Flip-flopping on right to work. He’s from a 
nig t-to-work State, says he’s for it there; 
whispers up to the big labor unions, “I’m 
against it.” Term limits: one place he’s for 
it, one place he’s against it. Free trade: one 
time he’s for it, then he’s against it. In the 
debate you heard him say, “Well, I’m for it, 
but I'll have to”—you can’t say “but”; you've 
got to make a decision. 

The biggest difference I had with him was 
on the war. I had to make a tough decision. 
And Alabama responded with pride, great 
strength. The sons and daughters did some- 
thing noble: they busted up the fourth largest 
army and kicked this aggressor out of Kuwait. 
And now we’re having a lot of revision com- 
ing out. It was a noble moment, and where 
was Governor Clinton? He said this: Well, 
I was with the majority—I’m paraphrasing— 
I was with the majority—and this I’m not 
paraphrasing—but I guess I would have— 
with the minority, but I guess I would have 
voted with the majority. You cannot waffle. 
You cannot make the White House into the 
waffle house. And so I do believe that char- 
acter and trust matters. I’ve got a big dif- 
ference with him, and I know people here 
might or might not agree with me. 

I was a product of World War II, and I 
wae for my country, and I think that’s 
made me a good Commander in Chief. I 
don’t think everybody had to do that to be 
Commander in Chief. I don’t believe that’s 
the way to do it. I still think it is wrong when 
your brothers are held prisoners in a Hanoi 
prison camp or kids are drafted out of the 
ghetto of Birmingham and Montgomery or 
New York City to serve their Nation, to be 
over in another country organizing dem- 
onstrations against your Nation. I just think 
it’s wrong. I think it’s wrong. But what I think 
is—do we have the oan “wronger’—but 
what I think is worse, what I think is worse 
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is if you don’t level, if you don’t tell the truth. 
One day, he says he got a draft notice; the 
next day, he didn’t. One day, he said, well, 
he wanted to go into the ROTC; the next 
day, he didn’t. You’ve got to level. If you 
make a mistake, look the American people 
in the eye and say, I was wrong about that. 
And the American people forgive, but they 
are entitled to have something other than 
waffling and a pattern of deception as Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Audience members. Four more years! 
Four more years! Four more years! 

The President: Thank you for this great 
rally. I have—excuse me for drinking all this 
water up here, but I had 2 miles running 
out by your magnificent Shakespeare Festival 
building out there. It was superb. 

But let me tell you this. I’m very sorry she’s 
not here, but very candidly, I think we've got 
a great First Lady in Barbara Bush. We have 
tried very hard to exemplify what’s right and 
decent about America; exemplify the trust 
and faith we have in the American family. 
Liberals don’t like it, but it’s right. We’ve got 
to strengthen the family: read to the kids; 
teach them right from wrong; support the 
law enforcement people and the teachers; 
teach discipline; give choice in child care or 
choice in education. We believe in these 
things. And when Barbara reads to those 
kids, she’s saying every parent should read 
to their kids, take the time to lift them up 
and to make them better. And that’s what 
we're talking about, and we've tried to do 
it. 

Life has been good to the Bush family. 
There’s no question about that. We’re very, 
very lucky with our grandkids and a wonder- 
ful four sons and a great daughter. And so 
I have no complaints on the personal side 
at all. People say, well, why do you want to 
do this? It’s ugly out there. You're getting 
clobbered by the national media over and 
over again. Can’t be any fun. The answer is, 
something transcends your own personal 
well-being. And what transcends it for me 
is we have literally changed the world. These 
kids here go to bed at night without the same 
fear of nuclear war that their parents had. 
And that is a major change. And now what 
I want to do through the programs I’ve 
touched on today is make life better and 
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more challenging by creating more oppor- 
tunity in employment or education for every 
young person here today. 

That is why I want to be your President. 
I ask for your support and your trust. And 
may God bless the United States of America. 
Thank you very much. Thank you all. A great 
rally and a beautiful day. 


Note: The President spoke at 10:40 a.m. at 
the Atlanta Crossing Shopping Center. 


Remarks on Signing the Energy 
Policy Act of 1992 in Maurice, 
Louisiana 

October 24, 1992 


The President. Please be seated. And I 
want to thank Jack, Jack Wilson, for making 
all this possible. He ain’t making any money 
while we’re standing here, with that rig wait- 
ing for a little more action. But it’s very, very 
nice of him to do this. And I’m grateful to 
him, to the superintendent, the tool pushers, 
all the guys here and those from Arco, a com- 
pany for whom Jack is drilling this rig. And 
Chip Rimer and Leon Smith, particularly, I 
want to thank. Also I want to single out Sec- 
retary Jim Watkins, our Secretary of Energy, 
my mate in the Cabinet. He is doing a superb 
job. And we invited several Members of the 
United States Congress who have been inter- 
ested in this, and I don’t know that they're 
here. But I want to thank the Louisiana dele- 
gation who worked hard, and all of you have 
fought hard to strengthen America’s energy 
future. And it’s an honor to have you here 
today and to be with you. 

Two years ago our administration pro- 
posed a national energy strategy. And it was 
a blueprint to promote economic growth and 
make the country more secure. And our 
strategy was based on the simple premise 
that the greatest single energy resource 
America possesses is the wisdom and enter- 
prise of its citizens. The last 2 years have 
seen much hard work, many hundreds of 
hours of hard study and negotiation. And we 
know, and I know especially because I used 
to be in this business, how rough it’s been 
on those who have been working the oil fields 
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and the drilling business and, yes, in the pro- 
duction business as well. But now our efforts 
have borne fruit, and this afternoon, right 
here, and it’s fitting it happens in the shadow 
of a drilling rig, we’re going to sign the En- 
ergy Policy Act of 1992. 

We're in a political year, but I think it’s 
only fitting to say that this bill is a tribute 
to many, the work of many people. And it’s 
not a Republican fore hve ie or a 
Democratic accomplishment; it’s an accom- 
plishment for all America. And the Senate, 
to be very fair about it—I wish the guy would 
see the light on the rest of the things, but 
Bennett Johnston deserves great credit be- 
cause he’s been working closely with Jim 
Watkins on this. So give credit where credit 
is due. And I'll talk to him about somethin 
else later on, you know what I oro 
[Laughter] But I salute him. And I salute 
Senator Malcolm Wallop, the Senator from 
Wyoming, who also was very active in all of 
this. And in the House, the Democratic 
chairman over there, John Dingell, deserves 
credit and Phil Sharp and then Republican 
Carlos Moorhead. So I mean it when I say 
it’s a team effort. Jim can bring that out and 
talk to you about that. He'll certainly confirm 
it because he’s working with all of them, as 
well as with his colleagues in the Cabinet. 

Another—but this one that I mentioned 
earlier deserves very special praise—and a 
man of vision and integrity, and that’s Jim 
Watkins. I'll tell you, he has stayed in this 
thing from day one, fought against a lot of 
political odds, changed and worked and given 
and taken, but we’ve ended up with good, 
sound national energy. So once again, I want 
to thank Jim Watkins for what he’s done. For 
3 years, he’s been fighting this battle, work- 
ing to strengthen America’s energy industry 
through more than 90 administrative actions, 
so that we may compete in this new world 
economy. And he’s already made great 
progress, but the bill, in our view, will accel- 
erate progress. And it’s a crowning achieve- 
ment. 

The Energy Policy Act will increase do- 
mestic energy production, and in the process 
we all—you know this better than most 
Americans—that means there will be less re- 
liance on foreign oil, foreign energy, and it 
will promote conservation and efficiency. 
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And it will create American jobs. The IPA— 
what was that figure? 

Secretary Watkins. Forty-five thousand 
jobs just next year. 

The President. All right, Jim is telling me 
there’s a new estimate by IPAA, which is the 
Independent Petroleum Association, that will 
create 45,000 American jobs next year, 7,000 
wells. And we’re doing this not by resortin 
to the failed methods of Government contro 
but by unleashing the genius of the private 
sector; guys like Jack, tool pushers and 
roughnecks like these guys standing right 
here. 

And the Act—now, it’s got other facets to 
it that get across the broad energy spec- 
trum—the Act increases competition in a 
way that electricity is generated and sold. 
And that will cut prices, reducing the strain 
on family budgets across the country. 

By the year 2010, and most of you look 
young enough to think you'll be around by 
then, our: reforms will save the average 
household $150 a year in annual electricity 
bills. The Act also improves licensing proce- 
dures for new nuclear power plants, safe use 
of nuclear power, guaranteeing that this safe 
and clean resource will help meet our needs 
for the next century. It also encourages the 
development and use of clean-burning alter- 
native fuels so that the robust production of 
energy will go hand in hand with a clean envi- 
ronment. The Act provides much needed tax 
relief for you, our Nation’s independents, 
independent oil and gas producers. 

By far the most important change that we 
make as it affects the independents is to re- 
form the alternative minimum tax to better 
reflect the risk, the risk that it takes to ex- 
plore for oil. And that will create good jobs, 
as Jim has pointed out to me just now once 
again, good jobs all across the oil States. 

The reform will allow producers to keep 
more of your hard-earned money to reinvest 
in the production of some domestic fossil 
fuels. And the facts are simple: We must 
work to produce more of our energy here 
at home and import less from abroad. And 
our national security demands it. Future gen- 
erations deserve it. And now we can make 
sure that it will be done. 

I spent much of my life, and Barbara at 
my side, in the oil business, starting out in 
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west Texas in the supply business, and then 
in the land drilling business, in the offshore 
drilling business, as well as the production 
business, doing some wild-catting and pro- 
ducing some oil. And I saw firsthand how 
the Government can sometimes help. But I 
also saw firsthand, particularly when I was 
in the offshore business, how the Govern- 
ment can hinder things with too darn much 
regulation. And so what we're trying to do 
is cut through the regulation. And I believe 
that I do understand the men and women 
who are out there trying to meet America’s 
energy needs. I believe that this act opens 
a new era in which Government acts not as 
a master but as a partner and the servant. 

Once again, to the families in south Louisi- 
ana and other places who have been hurting, 
we understand that. And I do think that this 
act, with the repeal particularly of the alter- 
native minimum tax, offers a much, much 
brighter future. And I’m proud to be back 
in this wonderful part of the world. 

Thank you all very, very much. Now you're 
going to see how it works when you sign 
some of this legislation. 


Note: The President spoke at 5:05 p.m. at 
Jack-Wade Drilling, Inc. In his remarks, he 
referred to Jack Wilson, president and owner, 
and Leon Smith, tool pusher, Jack-Wade 
Drilling, Inc.; Charles J. Rimer, drilling engi- 
neer, Arco Oil and Gas Co.; and Senator J. 
Bennett Johnston. H.R. 776, approved Octo- 
ber 24, was assigned Public Law No. 102- 
486. 


Statement on Signing the Energy 
Policy Act of 1992 


October 24, 1992 


Today I am signing into law H.R. 776, the 
“Energy Policy Act of 1992.” My action today 
will place America upon a clear path toward 
a more prosperous, energy efficient, environ- 
mentally sensitive, and economically secure 
future. 

Soon after I took office I directed the Sec- 
retary of Energy, Admiral James Watkins, to 
prepare a comprehensive and balanced Na- 
tional Energy Strategy (NES) in recognition 
of the vital importance of energy to our econ- 
omy and to our daily lives and the need for 
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changes to Government policies and pro- 
grams to take full advantage of the tremen- 
dous resources our Nation possesses. 

Under Admiral Watkins’ leadership, the 
NES was issued in February 199] to provide 
a blueprint for our energy future while en- 
suring that our environmental and economic 
goals would also be met. Proposed legislation 
to implement some of its core features was 
sent to the Congress on March 4, 1991, and 
with the support of leading members of the 
congressional energy committees, sound en- 
ergy legislation was finally enacted by over- 
whelming margins in both Houses. 

There is much that is good for America 
in this new law. It contains a landmark provi- 
sion furthering competition in the way elec- 
tricity is generated and sold, thus lowering 
prices while ensuring adequate supplies. It 
also contains licensing reforms that will help 
to preserve the option of using more nuclear 
power—which now supplies one-fifth of our 
electric power—in the future. Our near total 
dependence upon petroleum to fuel cars and 
trucks will begin to decline because of provi- 
sions to encourage the development and use 
of clean burning alternative fuels. Research 
and development on a host of exciting new 
energy technologies—including advanced 
clean coal, natural gas, renewables, and con- 
servation—will be greatly increased. Ameri- 
ca’s independent oil and natural gas produc- 
ers will be allowed to keep more of their 
hard-earned money for reinvesting in the 
production of domestic fossil fuels, so we will 
produce more here and import less from 
abroad. Finally, this bill will upgrade post- 
secondary math and science education for 
low-income college students so that they will 
have a better opportunity to contribute to 
their country and thereby enrich their lives 
as well as ours. 

These are some of the highlights of this 
legislation. The chief highlight, however, is 
this: In all of these great and worthy endeav- 
ors, Government will serve as the partner of 
private enterprise, not as its master. This ap- 
proach will allow our Nation to reap the ben- 
efits of the greatest single energy resource 
we possess—the entrepreneurial spirit of 
free men and women. 

This new energy policy now takes its right- 
ful place alongside our initiatives in clean air, 
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trade, and other areas that together form a 
solid basis for my Agenda for American Re- 
newal. This agenda will enable us to approxi- 
mately double the size of our economy over 
the next decade and achieve the world’s first 
$10 trillion economy. 

I must note, however, that there are sev- 
eral provisions that the Congress has added 
to the NES that raise constitutional issues. 

Various provisions of the Act must be in- 
terpreted consistent with the Appointments 
Clause of the Constitution, which requires 
that authority under Federal law be exercised 
only by officers of the United States, and not 
by private organizations and State officials. 

For example, numerous provisions added 
by title I of the Act, including various provi- 
sions in sections 101, 121, and 123, purport 
to require the Secretaries of Housing and 
Urban Development, Agriculture, and En- 
ergy to amend Federal standards or testing 
procedures to “conform to” or “be consistent 
with” standards or procedures to be estab- 
lished in the future by private organizations. 
Consistent with the Appointments Clause, 
the Secretaries should, when exercising their 
responsibilities under these provisions, re- 
serve for themselves the final decision 
whether or to what extent to adopt these 
standards or procedures. In particular, the 
title I provisions must be interpreted as au- 
thorizing, but not requiring, the Secretaries 
to change Federal standards or procedures 
in response to changes promulgated by the 
private organizations specified in title I. 

Similarly, provisions of the Public Utility 
Holding Company Act of 1935 (as added by 
sections 711 and 715 of this Act) purport to 
condition exemptions for wholesale — 
tors and foreign utility companies on the con- 
sent of every State commission having juris- 
diction over the relevant utility company, and 
section 2407(c)(1) of the Act purports to con- 
dition the Federal Energy Regulatory Com- 
mission’s granting of certain licensing exemp- 
tions on the licensee’s compliance with terms 
and conditions set down by Alaska’s fish and 
wildlife agency. In administering these provi- 
sions, the Federal Energy Regulatory Com- 
mission should reserve for itself the final de- 
cision regarding the exemptions, while re- 
quiring that notice be given to the relevant 
State authorities and taking their views into 
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account. In particular, the Commission need 
not regard non-concurrence by any such 
State authority as sufficient to require denial 
of an exemption. 

Certain portions of section 901, relating to 
the Uranium Enrichment Corporation, must 
also be interpreted to avoid constitutional 
problems. In particular, the provisions add- 
ing section 1312 (b) and (c) to the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954 (AEA), and which sub- 
ject the Corporation to Federal environ- 
mental laws and to the Occupational Safety 
and Health Act, must be construed not to 
authorize litigation in court between the Cor- 
poration and other Federal agencies as long 
as the Corporation is wholly owned by the 
government. Similarly, new section 1315 of 
the AEA, which authorizes a Transition Man- 
ager to exercise the powers of the Corpora- 
tion until a quorum of the Board of Directors 
has been “appointed and confirmed,” must 
be interpreted so as not to interfere with my 
authority under Article II, section 2 of the 
Constitution to make recess appointments to 
the Board. And new section 1306(c) of the 
AEA, which requires that certain materials 
be made available to the Comptroller Gen- 
eral at his request, must be construed as lim- 
ited by other applicable law, including Exec- 
utive privilege. (The same applies to section 
2605(1)(3), which authorizes the Indian En- 
ergy Resource Commission to obtain certain 
information from Federal agencies.) 

Other provisions of this legislation must 
likewise be construed to avoid constitutional 
difficulties. 

Sections 1211(a) and 1332(a) of the Act 
purport to direct the Secretary of Energy to 
enter into agreements with the Administrator 
of the Agency for International Development 
and other agency heads. If these officers are 
unable to reach such agreements, they must 
send their competing versions of proposed 
agreements to the President, who shall with- 
in 90 days determine which version shall be 
in effect. I will interpret these provisions con- 
sistent with my inherent constitutional au- 
thority as head of the executive branch to 
supervise my subordinates in the exercise of 
their duties, including my authority to settle 
disputes that occur between those officials 
through means other than those specified in 
the statute. 
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Sections 1332(g)(3) and 1608(g)(3) of this 
Act direct the Secretary of Energy to “con- 
sult with government officials” and other 
persons in certain foreign countries regard- 
ing technology transfer programs. Sections 
3020(c) and (d) of the Act purport to direct 
the course of objectives of negotiations con- 
cerning the establishment of a Consultative 
Commission of Western Hemisphere Energy 
and Environment and to require that the 
Commission include representatives of legis- 
lative bodies, presumably including the Con- 
gress. Under the Constitution, it is the Presi- 
dent, not the Congress, who articulates the 
foreign policy goals of the Nation, who de- 
cides whether and when to negotiate agree- 
ments with foreign nations or otherwise con- 
sult with them, and who represents the 
United States in international bodies. I will, 
therefore, construe these provisions merely 
to express the sense of the Congress with 
respect to the matters to which they refer. 

Section 3021(a) of the Act directs agencies 
to expend 10 percent of the amounts obli- 
gated for certain contracts under the Act with 
organizations that may be defined on the 
basis of race, ethnicity, or gender. A grant 
of Federal money or benefits based solely 
on the recipient’s race, ethnicity, or gender 
is presumptively unconstitutional under the 
equal protection standards of the Constitu- 
tion. Consistent with these standards, I will 
construe these provisions so as not to allow 
the expenditure of monies solely on the basis 
of race, ethnicity, or gender. 

Finally, several provisions of the Act pur- 
port to require officers of the executive 
branch to submit reports to the Congress 
containing recommendations for legislative 
action, and to submit certain other reports 
“to the President and the Congress.” I will 
construe these provisions in light of my con- 
stitutional duty and authority to recommend 
to the Congress such legislative measures as 
I judge necessary and expedient, and to su- 
pervise and guide my subordinates, including 
the review of their proposed communications 
to the Congress. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 24, 1992. 
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Note: H.R. 776, approved October 24, was 
assigned Public Law No. 102-486. 


Remarks and a Question-and-Answer 
Session in Lafayette, Louisiana 


October 24, 1992 


The President. Kind of the Phil Donahue 
of southern Louisiana. [Laughter] But let me 
just say to all the people in this great State, 
a State in which I used to work, and in an 
area, this one, an area in which I used to 
work, that we have just come from signing 
a very important piece of national legislation. 
I signed the national energy strategy bill. And 
those who work in the oil fields and do either 
drilling or production or the service work 
should know that the IPAA has just suggested 
that the legislation we signed will result in 
45,000 more jobs in the oil patch next year 
and many more rigs running. 


That brings us to a major difference that 


I have with the Clinton-Gore ticket on this 
question of energy. Senator Gore was quoted 
in California—and I don’t have, I didn’t write 
down the exact quote, but it is going to be 
played verbatim with his voice tomorrow— 
that he thought the ban on offshore drilling 
that exists in California should be extended 
to all the coastal waters of the United States. 

Audience members. Boo-o-o! 

The President. And I don’t agree with 
that. And that’s an exact quote. It will be 
played with his voice. Obviously, he is now 
doing what Governor Clinton is doing, and 
that’s waffling; say, well, I didn’t mean it like 
that. But you can’t do that. You cannot go 
to Santa Barbara, California, and say one 
thing and then come to southern Louisiana 
or the coast of Texas and say another. Not 
if you want to be President of the United 
States. 

You caught me on an up day. I am abso- 
lutely—I am going to get to some questions, 
but I’ve got to finish this one pitch. We’ve 
had a long, long, long trail here and one of 
the worst years I’ve ever seen in terms of 
politics. My favorite bumper sticker is 
“Annoy the Media. Reelect Bush.” 
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And people know what I mean. People 
know fairplay when they see it. But the great 
thing about this kind of event is you can take 
the questions, you can take your case directly 
to the people, in this instance, the people 
of Louisiana. So I'll be glad to take—I don’t 
know how we’re going to proceed here, but 
I'll be glad to follow my leader. 


Campaign Issues 


Dud Lastrapes. | personally think some 
good things are going to be in store for you 
in this great country of ours November 3d. 
How do you feel about the election on Tues- 
day? 

The President. Better than I do about this 
mike. [Laughter] No, I do feel that, I have 
said all along, I believe we’re going to win. 
I believe we're going to win because we have 
the best program. 

We are caught up in a global slowdown, 
a global recession. To listen to Clinton and 
Gore, they would say it’s all my fault. Unlike 
them, when I make a mistake, I say so. But 
we are caught up in something global, and 
what we're trying to do is lead the way out 
of this by increasing our exports, by holding 
the line on Government spending and taxes, 
and by providing incentives to small business. 
That will get this economy going. And that 
is why I believe I will win. 

Also there’s another thing, and it’s called 
character and trust. And in the debate Gov- 
ernor Clinton said, in Richmond, Virginia, 
“It’s not the character of the Presidency, it’s 
the character of ’—he said, “It’s not the char- 
acter of the President, but the character of 
the Presidency.” Wrong. They are interacted. 
They’re locked. And you better be—if you’re 
going to be there in the Oval Office and a 
situation comes up like Desert Storm, you 
can’t have it both ways. He said, I favored 
the minority position—that’s a paraphrase, 
and this is the exact quote—“but I guess I 
would have voted with the majority.” You 
cannot do that if you want to lead. You can’t 
be all things to all people. 

So, I believe character and trust are mak- 
ing a difference. And I think Barbara and 
I—we’'ve tried very hard to uphold the trust 
that any President gets who is privileged to 
serve in the Oval Office. And I think in the 
final analysis, when people go into the voting 
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booth, that is what’s going to make me re- 
elected for 4 more years. 

Go ahead, get them going. You've got the 
question? There’s one right behind you. He’s 
next. This guy’s next. Go ahead. 

Q. I just want to say that we're rooting 
for you. And I want to ask you how you like 
AHS so far. 

The President. Like what? 

Q. How you like Acadiana High so far? 

The President. All right. I like it so far. 
A very compatible group and very friendly 
people. And I would repeat I used to have 
offices down here along—our company—lit- 
tle companies down in Morgan City and 
Cameron and Ulma and indeed for Lafayette 
for a while. And so I feel comfortable and 
at home here. 

All right. Yes, sir. 


Government Gridlock 


Q. Clinton and them can’t touch you on 
foreign policy, so they’re trying to play this 
game that somehow or the other they have 
something better for us in the economic area. 
And what I don’t understand is that for years 
you've been sending plans on education, on 
the economy, and so forth to Congress, but 
it doesn’t seem to get out to the people. And 
I would like to know—get some comments 
on that. 

The President. Well, let me comment. 
And it’s a very important point. We were able 
to get some key things done in the early days 
before the Democrats, and I'd say liberal 
Democrats, who control both Houses of 
Congress made a determination, and that de- 
termination was about a year-and-a-half ago, 
that nothing good was going to happen on 
my watch. Early on, I held out my hand to 
them. In the first State of the Union, I said, 
let’s put aside the bickering, and let’s get 
something done. 

We did. We got a child care act that gives 
parents the choice of where to put their kids 
and what kind of child care. We've got an 
ADA, an Americans with Disabilities bill, the 
best piece of civil rights legislation in a long 
time. And it says to somebody disabled, we’re 
going to help you get into the mainstream, 
not be on some program, but work your way 
into the mainstream with the kind of assist- 
ance we can give. And we had several other 
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accomplishments. We got a good highway bill 
last year, $150 billion to start building the 
infrastructure. We got homeownership 
going. 

But in the last few, couple of years, the 
last year or so, they've made a determination. 
The only way they can win is if they convince 
the American people how bad everything is 
and that I’m not doing anything about it. And 
so I have had to veto legislation that’s come 
my way, to protect the taxpayer. 

We've got a good energy program, fortu- 
nately, we did get through, and to give credit, 
it was bipartisan to get that passed. We've 
got a good energy program. But we’re hung 
up on things that would help the city. I be- 
lieve in enterprise zones to bring jobs into 
the cities, give tax credits. I believe in much 
more in the way of homeownership. I believe 
our “Weed and Seed” program to ferret out 
the criminals and then help people in the 
neighborhoods stay. A fight against drugs is 
a very important program. And we're not get- 
ting the support from the Congress, and 
there’s a gridlock. 

But here's why it will change. Because the 
Congress, controlled by one phase of the 
Democratic Party for 38 years, 38 years 
they've controlled the House of Representa- 
tives. Those guys can’t run a two-bit post of- 
fice or a lousy little bank. And now, though, 
because of that, you're going to see at least 
100 new Members. And I’m going to say, 
look, the country is tired of gridlock. Here’s 
my agenda for America’s renewal. Here are 
our priorities. Now let’s work together, Dem- 
ocrat, Republican, whoever, form new coali- 
tions. And in that first 120 days, let’s get 
something done for the people, the people 
that are hurting in this country. 


Taxes 


Q. Mr. President, I’m a senior here at 
Acadiana. I was wondering, we’ve been hear- 
ing all this talk about the middle class. What 
parts of Governor Clinton’s economic policy 
should the middle class America be worried 
about? 

The President. I'd be worried about tax 
increases. He says, “I want to raise taxes $150 
billion, and I want to spend $200 billion.” 
And he says, don’t worry about it, though, 
this will come out of the rich. There aren’t 
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enough rich guys around. There aren't 
enough to make that 2 percent of the—out 
of the top 2 percent, raise the revenues he 
wants. 

I believe—and I was told this, I don’t 
watch these deadly talk shows any Sunday 
anymore. I can’t stand them. All they do is 
make me angry. But I heard that one of them 
that his spokesman kind of admitted that they 
were going to have to sock it to people that 
made over—I don’t know what it was— 
$40,000 or $50,000. I’m telling you it’s going 
to hit $25,000 if you do all the things he 
talked about on top of the $220 billion that 
he’s got. 

Health care is a good example. We've got 
a good program through tax credits and 
through vouchers to bring insurance to the 


poorest of the poor. It keeps the quality of 


medicine up. It goes against these crazy mal- 
practice lawsuits that are costing medical 
care $25 billion to $50 billion. And it does 
not sock a tax on the middle class 
But the Clinton program 


was at oné 


Tt 
point—I don’t know whether it’s changed re- 


cently—but was at one point aimed directly 
at about a 7 percent tax on the middle class, 
the small-business people that would end up 
hitting the middle class. Small-business peo- 
ple are not big, rich guys with over $200,000. 

So we've got big differences in those and 
many other areas. 


Small Business 


Q. Mr. President, I just want to say it’s 
an honor to be in this room with you. Con- 
cerning small business, my family owns a 
small construction company. We do a lot of 
Federal highway work. And I want to know, 
when you're reelected, how you can help us 
to cut back on insurance, because insurance 
is eating all small businesses alive. 

The President. Andy, | wish I had an easy 
answer for you on that one. I’m thinking here 
as to how that can be done. The only way 
it’s going to be done is through more com- 
petition. Maybe that will come with more 
growth. But in terms of saying to you there’s 
a Government program to do it, I must tell 
you, I don’t think there is. 

Q. Is there any way small businesses can 
be grouped together? 
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we're using in health care, and yes, that 
might be a very good approach for business. 
But I believe it ought to be done through 
the auspices of business without the Govern- 
ment in it. But it can be done, because when 
you pool like we’re talking about for health 
care, a small grocery store in a—somebody, 
a mom-and-pop shop across the street, that 
they all get together, and we facilitate, that 
prices will go down and the insurance cov- 
erage will be more extensive. 

So the principle is good. I’m just not sure 
that I can say that the Government ought 
to do it. But it’s a very valid principle. 


1990 Budget Agreement 


Q. Mr. President, in 1988, when you were 
running, you said, “No new taxes.” And then 
you sought to compromise with the Demo- 
crats. In hindsight I think we all see that we 
compromise with serpents. Are you 
willing to stand fast when you are reelected 
and say, “Override my veto”? 

The President. I’ve done that many times. 
And he’s right. I made what I admitted was 
a mistake. At the time I thought it was the 
right thing to do, because we—one good 
thing about that 1990 bill, we got a cap, a 
firm cap on the discretionary domestic 
spending. 

For the kids here, two-thirds of the budget 
is mandatory spending; the President never 
gets a shot at it. It’s called entitlements. One- 
third of it is the rest of the Government 

spending. It’s very extensive, but it’s not as 
much as the two-thirds. 

There we did, out of that bill, we got a 
cap on it so that they cannot spend more 
than provided under the budget, which is 
something that’s quite different. But to go 
with a tax increase, I think, was a mistake. 
And since then I have vetoed bill after bill, 
and I’m going to keep on vetoing, but with 
a new Congress I believe we can do much 
better. 


can’t 


Campaign Advertising 


Q. Mr. President, first of all, I'd like to 
thank you from the bottom of my heart for 
my family and my two daughters for what 
you did with Reagan’s great years and what 
you've done for the last 4 years, first of all. 

The President. Thank you, Butch. 
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Q. I have a two-part question. I don’t pre- 
sume to know what your national campaign 
does or knows or how they try to run their 
business. But it seems like on the national! 
and local news here in this area that the Clin- 
ton-Gore commercials are running three and 
four to one of your commercials. So I don’t 
know if you have people who are supposed 
to monitor that and take care of it—and wait 
the second part is, in the last debate, Slick 
Willie—pardon the term—when he summa- 
rized the debate, said that his differences 
with Perot were, number one, how long it 
would take to bring down the deficit; and 
number two, how much to tax the middle 
class. How could—why has that not been 
made into an ad and run it, ru 
run it? 

he President. We need this guy up there 
telling our—|[applause]. Butch, I } 
Butch, the answer to the numbers of ads that 
are running. I'll tell you this, though: Louisi- 
ana is priority. I must and I 


run it, 
t Know, 


believe I will 
carry this State. But I can’t give you the for- 
mulation on it. 

But on the major ads we are running we 
are spelling out as clearly as we can the dif- 
ferences that get to this gentlernan’s question 
about socking it to the middle class. And I 
did have a chance in the debates to spell that 
out. We're going to keep on hitting it because 
the fundamenta! philosophical difference is 
tax and spend versus constraint on spending 
and taxes. So we’re going to keep hitting that 
theme. 

And I don’t know the numbers of ads that 
are being used, but we're not neglecting this 
key State. It’s a battleground, and we've got 
to win it. 


The Media 


Q. I’m about to graduate from college in 


journalism. And you started out by saying 
“Annoy the Media. Vote for Bush,” and that 
sort of thing. What exactly is your problem 
in detail with the media, and what advice 
could you have for me as | start out in that 
field? 

The President. My advice to you in the 
field is be objective if you want to be a jour- 
nalist, if you want to be a journalist. If you 
want to be a columnist or an editorialist, 
then, of course, that’s a different ball game. 


Oct. 24 / Administration of George Bush, 1992 


But I think be objective. 1 have never seen 
media having these programs at night analyz- 
ing each other, saying, are we being fair? 
They know very well they wouldn't be ec 
these programs if there was some question 
about that. 

Look, they got the last word. I’m going 
to pay for telling you this, because they've 
been all over me like ugly on a whatever it 
is out here. But nevertheless—{laughter|— 
but I’ve gotten tired of it. And everybody 
knows it’s been unfair. But the great thing 
about winding up a campaign is, you get out 
and take your case to the people. 

But seriously, there’s a new wave of jour- 
nalism where the journalists themselves slant 
the stories. And it’s not a—this isn’t a charge, 
this is a fact. And you say how to do it? I 
would like to see more objectivity in the news 
columns and let them slug me in the cartoons 
and the editorials and the columns and these 
nuts that come on there on these talking 
heads. 

I'll tell you one other thing. I'll tell you 
another thing while I’m at it: The minute 
these debates are over you have a commenta- 
tor saying who won it. Why can’t—let the 
American people decide who won? 


Ross Perot 


Q. Mr. President, after you are reelected 
would you consider using Ross Perot as one 
of your advisers? 

The President. Well, it depends what he 
would be advising on. I mean, I’ve got some 
differences with him because, for example, 
I don’t believe that we need a 50-cent-a-gal- 
lon gasoline tax. I just don’t think that is— 
[applause]. But on other things, he’s a suc- 
cessful man. He’s been a big success. He’s 
been very—be fair about it—he’s been very 
helpful on the prisoner of war thing at various 
times. And so, you know, the door would be 
open to a lot of people. I'll reach out as best 
I can across a wide spectrum, because God 
knows I don’t have a bck on all the answers. 

But there are some differences. I don’t be- 
lieve we need to tax Social Security benefits. 
I’ve been the President that said Social Secu- 
rity is sacrosanct; leave it alone; don’t mess 
with it. And I have a difference. 

So on your question generally, look, I 
could take all the advice and all, especially 
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from very successful people. So the answer 
is affirmative. 
The Economy 

Q. Mr. President, with a little more 
one week until election, will 
focus on the continuing 
ment in the economy? 

The President. Well, we 
we need some because for 3 straight 
months, unemployment has gone down. And 
all I hear is: Bad news for President Bush; 
job market shrinks. For five straight quar- 
ters—I’m talking quariers, a year-and-a-half, 
maybe six, because those figures will be out, 
I believe this week—we have had growth in 
this economy, albeit anemic growth. It’s been 
But there hasn’t been any negati 


than 
your campaign 
signs of improv 

1 ' } 
will do it, and 
help 


very Siow 


ist month, a neg- 

Japan, we're 

as they are. 

rates down and ij 

than most of the European economies. 

listen to Clinton-Gore and their 

jump on me, they say it’s all my fault. I'll 

take the blame. I make a mistake, I admit 
it. 

Ninety-three people are 
working. Now, they’re afraid. They’re scared 
they might not have that job tomorrow. So 
I'd like—all I ask is a fair entation and 
then an objective look a best 
answers to stimulate the particu- 

arly small business, and lift these people out 
of this fear that I understand they And 
I believe it can be done. 

One last point: Governor Clinton can only 
win - he convinces everybody that things are 
really bad, worse than they are. He says that 
the American economy is something—I don’t 
have the exact quote, but I'll paraphrase with 
accuracy—less than Germany but something 
more than Sri Lanka and that we are the 
mockery of the world. That is not right. We 
are the most respected nation in the world, 
and we are going to lead the world into re- 
covery, if we don’t go the tax-and-spend 
route. 


rowing twice 

Our economy, wi th erest 
i r er 
But 
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Hurricane Andrew Recovery Efforts 

Q. I'd like to welcome you to Lafayette. 
And before I ask a question, I'd like to thank 
you for your concern and personal help dur- 
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ing our recent hurricane. That was quite an 
experience for our State. 

The President. Let me interrupt just sim- 
ply to say one, thank you. And I think the 
Federal Government did respond. But in 
fairness, a lot of the local officials, some 
Democrat, some Republican, responded 
masterfully. And something else happened, 
something else happened in that hurricane. 
And I saw this community; the community 
responded. And sometimes it’s what we call 
the Points of Light, one citizen helping an- 
other. So I think the congratulations should 
very well go to the people of the community. 
Excuse the interruption. 


United States Status 


Q. That leads into my question. Each 
evening when I get home, I watch the 6 p.m. 
news or the 5:30 p.m. news and I see stories 
with our country. And 
yet in that news I look at the 
coverage of what's going on in the rest of 
the world and how many countries are in tur- 
moil, and their economies are in trouble. You 
mentioned the Points of Light. How can we 
send a message out to the Americans that 
best country in the world? We 

y have our problems from time to time, 
but things are good here 

The President. Well, 1 think people have 
a fundamental confidence in the United 
States. And our Points of Light program, 
where we recognize a thousand—it could be, 
it’s just a sample of all the good that’s being 
done for others—I think helps in that regard. 
Voluntarism helps. But I don’t know the an- 
swer to how to project it out across the world. 

do know this, that most countries still 
look to us with envy in terms of the economy 
and with gratitude because we do respond, 
like in the suffering in Bosnia and Sarajevo 
and the suffering in Somalia. It’s the United 
States, it’s us, it’s you, your money that re- 
sponds. 

So we'll continue to do that in a—showing 
the concern we feel whether it’s for the hurri- 
cane victims. But in terms of the overall sta- 
tus, I think people just have to have a quiet 
confidence that the United States is not in 
decline and that with the programs we’re 
talking about and with a new Congress we 


bout what’s wrong 


same nour, 


we ber in the | 
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can really lift up the kids and give them a 
little more hope. 

You know—you didn’t ask for this, but let 
me just say, they ask me a lot and they ask 
Barbara a lot, what is it that you—maybe 
you're a failure, or what did you do wrong 
or sometimes what did you do right? One 
of the things that gives me the greatest sense 
of pride and joy, literally joy in my heart, 
is that the young people go to bed at night, 
because of a lot of the way my predecessor 
worked and the way we've worked, without 
that same fear of nuclear war. And I think 
that’s a major accomplishment, and I think 
it’s significant. 

And yet, if you listen to these critics out 
there that are on my case all the time, the 
accomplishments in world peace and the de- 
mise of international communism, they say, 
don’t talk about that, nobody cares. I think 
there’s a feeling in America, well, we've done 
something noble, we've done something 
good. And it’s the taxpayers and the citizens 
who stayed with the policy of peace through 
strength that finally can say, we've made the 
world a little better for others. And there’s 
something there. It doesn’t help the guy 
that’s out of work, but it’s good for our soul 
to know that there is some decency around. 

All right, now, where? We’re 
this side? Yes, ma’am. 


Education and Health Care 


Q. Hi, Mr. President, I’m so happy you 
came to Lafayette to give a personal visit to 
us. But my concern is how do you plan to 
help middle class Americans with funding 
their child’s education, their college edu- 
cation? And what about the soaring health 
costs for middle class Americans? I’m really 
concerned about that. 

The President. Everyone is in both areas. 
Education: we have doubled, almost doubled 
Pell grants. Education: I happen to believe 
for K through 12 that before you get to K, 
Head Start is important. We have increased 
dramatically the funding for the Head Start 
program, which is a really good program. 

On education generally, we've got to revo- 
lutionize education. We simply can’t go with 
putting a Band-Aid here and a Band-Aid 
there. And we have a program, I hope you've 
heard of it, called America 2000. And what 


coming to 
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it does is to literally—it bypasses the edu- 
cational establishment. It says to the commu- 
nity, we're going to help you, Federal help, 
to literally reinvent the schools. Some are 
going to want longer hours, some shorter. 
Some are going to want different size class- 
rooms. Some are going to want to try a dif- 
ferent curriculum. Some are going to want— 
okay, you kids hold your nose—to have year- 
round schools. Some are going to want to 
try it one way or another. And we've got to 
do that in this country. We have to innovate 
and make that elementary part of education 
better. 

What was the second part? You said edu- 

cation and health care? 

Health care: Our health care proposal pro- 
vides insurance through vouchers to the 
poorest of the poor and to the middle class 
you asked about, tax credits. And it does what 
this gentleman was asking about in small 
business, but in health care it pools the insur- 
ance, which will get the cost down. It goes 
after malpractice. And I believe that that is 
the answer. 

And the reason I like this one better than 
“pay or play” or the Canada system is we 
do have the best quality of health care, and 
we've got to keep that quality by keeping the 
Government’s role to what I’ve said it is. I 
think both would bring relief to families that 
are really worried about health care costs. 


Energy Policy 


Mr. Lastrapes. One last question. 

The President. My gosh, it goes fast when 
you re having fun. 

Q. Thanks for coming, Mr. President. I’m 
a small independent producer and operator 
in this State, and I would like to focus a little 
bit more on the energy policy, which I also 
endorse. Thank you for being here on that. 

I produce and operate here in this State. 
I live in this State. I work in this State, I 
work other people in this State and I spend 
my money in this State. My point is, one, 
we need to come home. And secondly, about 
that energy policy, how is it going to affect 
me here in this State? And secondly, what 
is it going to do? I know it’s going to do a 
lot internationally and create jobs here and 
focus our economy here, but where is that 
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going to come back on us, coming home on 
that? 

The President. You mean the energy 
strategy, or what? 

Q. What’s the timetable on that? 

The President. Well, the estimate by the 
IPAA, you know who they are, and they esti- 
mate 45,000 jobs. Our Secretary of Energy 
is here, got much more detail. But the reason 
they do that is we changed the alternative 
minimum tax. And that alternative minimum 
tax, as you know, just took the incentive right 
out of doing any drilling. It just slammed the 
oil industry in the effort to try to level out 
all taxes. It was a tremendous mistake back 
several years ago. So that is the biggest thing 
that’s going to help the domestic drilling and 
producing business. And it’s not—that one 
won't help internationally. I mean, it will 
make us less dependent on foreign oil be- 
cause we'll stimulate drilling and production 
in this country. 

One thing it did not have in it that I favor 
is the opening up of ANWR. I think that can 
be done, but it doesn’t help us, a small inde- 
pendent or an independent. But it does help 
the national security because it will have 
more energy coming from inside the United 
States. 

And the super-environmentalists, the ones 
way out on the extreme, use the same argu- 
ment against that that they used against the 
pipeline. They kept talking about those— 
what was that animal? The caribou? They 
said if you put the Alaska pipeline in, you're 
going to have—the caribou is going to be ex- 
tinct. The caribou are having one hell of a 
time up in Alaska with that pipeline. There 
are more of them around than you can shake 
a stick at. It’s the best thing that ever hap- 
pened to those caribou. 

And the same arguments are now being 
used on ANWR. And I have a good record 
on the environment, but it is not an extreme. 

I don’t—I believe you need to find the bal- 
ance between good strong environmental 
protection for the future of these kids and 
for growth and families. 

I’ve got a big argument out there with 
Gore and Clinton on the spotted owl. I mean, 
I’m all for the spotted owl, a feathery, fine- 
looking little bird, but I’m also worried about 
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those 30,000 families that might be thrown 
out of work. 

Well listen, I see that the ripcord has been 
pulled and thousands of hands—I’m sorry, 
I really do have to run. We’re going back 
to Washington, my last night tonight in 
Washington before the election. Then we'll 
be campaignin § and ending up in Houston, 
Texas, on Monday night. 

But thank you all “for this wonderful wel- 
come. And please go to the polls. Do not 
neglect it. The guy that stays home is not 
doing his part by citizenship. And I am abso- 
lutely confident that if you go to the polls 
and you work the phone banks and you do 
the sometimes tough, but always effective 
things in politics, that you have seen the man 
who is going to be President for 4 more years. 

Thank you, and God bless you all. 


Note: The President spoke at 5:50 p.m. at 
Acadiana High School. Dud Lastrapes, 
former Mayor of Lafayette and district chair- 
man, Bush-Quayle ’92, served as moderator 
for the session. A tape was not available for 
verification of the content of these remarks. 


Statement on Signi ng the Elwha 


River Ecosystem and Fisheries 


Restoration Act 
October 24, 1992 


Today I am signing into law H.R. 4844, 
the “Elwha River Ecosystem and Fisheries 
Restoration Act.” This Act authorizes the 
Secretary of the Interior to prepare a detailed 
report on alternatives for restorin ng the im- 
portant Elwha River ecosystem and fisheries 
in the State of Washington. The ecosystem 
includes resources inside one of our Nation’s 
premier assets, the Olympic National Park. 

I wish to express, however, two concerns 
that I have with the Act. First, the Secretary 
of the Interior is given only 15 months to 
prepare the required report. This report 
must include a study on the acquisition of 
the existing Elwha River dams, plans for full 
restoration of the Elwha River ecosystem, 
and alternatives to removal of the dams. Con- 
sidering the amount and the complexity of 
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the information required to be included in 
the report, this timeframe is very unrealistic. 

Second, the Secretary of the Interior is re- 
quired in the report to identify nonfederal 
parties, besides Indian tribes, that would di- 
rectly benefit from restoration of the Elwha 
River ecosystem, if the Secretary believes 
that these parties should assume some por- 
tion of the costs of restoration. However, the 
Act does not provide express authority to re- 
quire restoration cost sharing among the ben- 
efitted parties. I am instructing the Secretary 
of the Interior to prepare alternatives for 
Elwha River restoration, including potential 
dam removal, that assume nonfederal cost 
sharing. 

I am also instructing the Department of 
the Interior to consult with the Department 
of Energy in the preparation of the report 
on alternatives to dam removal. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 24, 1992. 


Note: H.R. 4844, approved October 24, was 
assigned Public Law No. 102-495. This state- 
ment was released by the Office of the Press 
Secretary at the White House on October 25. 


Statement on Signing the Veterans 
Compensation Cost-of-Livin 
Adjustment Act of 1992 


October 24, 1992 


It gives me great pleasure to sign into law 
S. 2322, the “Veterans Compensation Cost- 
of-Living Adjustment Act of 1992.” 

Our Nation provides compensation pay- 
ments to service-disabled veterans and De- 
pendency and Indemnity Compensation 
(DIC) benefits to the survivors of those who 
die as a result of military service to our coun- 
try. My Administration is committed to en- 
suring that these payments keep pace with 
changes in the cost of living. 

S. 2322 provides a 3 percent increase in 
compensation and DIC benefits, which is the 
same cost-of-living adjustment Social Secu- 
rity beneficiaries and veteran pensioners will 
receive. Nearly 2.2 million veterans and their 
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dependents and about 313,000 surviving 
spouses and children will benefit from this 
increase, which is effective December 1, 
1992. 

As a Nation, we must always remember 
the special debt that we owe those veterans 
who unselfishly give of themselves to assure 
that the security and honor of this country 
are maintained. The freedom and liberty that 
we enjoy as citizens of this great Nation de- 
pend on the men and women of our Armed 
Forces. The measure that I sign today bears 
witness to our gratitude and continued com- 
mitment to those who serve our country. It 
tangibly demonstrates that the American 
people will not forget the valuable contribu- 
tion that veterans have made to this Nation. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 24, 1992. 


Note: S. 2322, approved October 24, was as- 
signed Public Law No. 102-510. This state- 
ment follows the text as released by the Office 
of the Press Secretary at the White House 
on October 25. 


Statement on Signing the 
FREEDOM Support Act 


October 24, 1992 


Today I have signed into law S. 2532, the 
“FREEDOM Support Act.” This historic 
legislation authorizes a range of programs to 
support free market and democratic reforms 
being undertaken in Russia, Ukraine, Arme- 
nia, and the other states of the former Soviet 
Union. In particular, the bill endorses the 
$12 billion increase in the U.S. share of the 
International Monetary Fund (IMF) and au- 
thorizes $410 million in U.S. bilateral assist- 
ance. In addition, the bill removes a number 
of outdated Cold War legislative restrictions 
on U.S. relations with the new independent 
states. 

I am proud that the United States has this 
historic opportunity to support democracy 
and free markets in this crucially important 
part of the world. While it is clear to all that 
the future of the new independent states of 
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the former Soviet Union is in their own 
hands, passage of the FREEDOM Support 
Act demonstrates the commitment of the 
United States to support this endeavor. 

Once again, the American people have 
united to advance the cause of freedom, to 
win the peace, to help transform former en- 
emies into peaceful partners. This demo- 
cratic peace will be built on the solid founda- 
tions of political and economic freedom in 
Russia and the other independent states. We 
must continue to support reformers in Rus- 
sia, Ukraine, Armenia, and the other new 
states. 

I am pleased that the bill draws our private 
sector, as never before, into the delivery of 
technical assistance to Russia and the other 
new states. Various provisions of this bill will 
call upon the specialized skills and expertise 
of the U.S. private sector. S. 2532 will pro- 
vide support for the trade and investment ac- 
tivities of U.S. companies to help lay the eco- 
nomic and commercial foundations upon 
which the new democracies will rest. This 
is an investment in our future as well as 
theirs. 

The IMF quota increase will ensure that 
the IMF has adequate resources to promote 
free markets in the former Soviet Union and 
elsewhere throughout the world. By contrib- 
uting to a more prosperous world economy, 
the IMF will expand markets for U.S. export- 
ers and increase jobs for American workers. 

This bill will allow us to provide humani- 
tarian assistance during the upcoming winter; 
to support democratic reforms and free mar- 
ket systems; to encourage trade and invest- 
ment; to support the development of food 
distribution systems; to assist in health and 
human services programs; to help overcome 
problems in energy, civilian nuclear reactor 
safety, transportation, and telecommuni- 
cations; to assist in dealing with dire environ- 
mental problems in the region; and to estab- 
lish a broad range of people-to-people ex- 
changes designed to bury forever the distrust 
and misunderstanding that characterized our 
previous relations with the former Soviet 
Union. 

The bill also provides additional resources 
and authorities to support efforts to destroy 
nuclear and other weapons, and to convert 


2105 


to —_ purposes the facilities that 
produce these weapons. 

We undertake these programs of assist- 
ance out of a commitment to increased secu- 
rity for ourselves, our allies, and the peoples 
of the new independent states. These pro- 
grams will enhance our security through de- 
militarization and humanitarian and technical 
assistance. 

A number of provisions in the bill, how- 
ever, raise constitutional concerns. Some 
provisions purport to direct me or my dele- 
gates with respect to U.S. participation in 
international institutions. Under our con- 
stitutional system, the President alone is re- 
sponsible for such matters. I therefore will 
treat such provisions as advisory. 

Furthermore, the bill could interfere with 
my supervisory power over the executive 
branch by giving a subordinate official in the 
Department of State the authority to resoive 
certain interagency disputes and by regulat- 
ing how other agencies handle license appli- 
cations by the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration. I will interpret these 
provisions in the light of my constitutional 
responsibilities. 

The bill also authorizes the creation of sup- 
posedly nongovernmental entities—the De- 
mocracy Corps and a foundation that will 
conduct scientific activities and exchanges— 
that would be subject to Government direc- 
tion, established to carry out Government 
policies, and largely dependent on Govern- 
ment funding. As I have said before, entities 
that are neither clearly governmental nor 
clearly private undermine the principles of 
separation of powers and political account- 
ability. In determining whether to exercise 
the authority granted by this bill, I will con- 
sider, and I direct the Director of the Na- 
tional Science Foundation to consider, 
whether these entities can be established and 
operate in conformity with those principles. 

I also note a concern with the provision 
under which Freedom of Information Act 
litigation involving the Democracy Corps 
would be the “responsibility” of the Agency 
for International Development. This respon- 
sibility should not be understood in any way 
to detract from the Attorney General's ple- 
nary litigating authority. Therefore, I direct 
the Agency for International Development to 
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refer all such matters to the Attorney Gen- 
eral consistent with his current authority. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 24, 1992. 


Note: S. 2532, approved October 24, was as- 
signed Public Law No. 102-511. This state- 
ment follows the text as released by the Office 
of the Press Secretary at the White House 
on October 25. 


Remarks to the International 
Association of Chiefs of Police in 
Detroit, Michigan 

October 25, 1992 


Thank you, Chief Vaughn, and all of you. 
Thank you very much. Thank you so much. 
I’m just delighted to be here. Thank you, 
Chief Vaughn, the president, for that kind 
introduction. And may I salute Steve Harris, 
who I understand is the incoming leader of 
this most distinguished group. 

I don’t know where you get that enthu- 
siasm. I fell asleep in the 9th inning, and I’m 
sure some of you stayed up until the 11th. 
[Laughter] But nevertheless, may I salute the 
distinguished members of the board. And a 
special welcome to the chiefs of police from 
around the world. You'll have to excuse me 
if I’m not talking today about the importance 
of international cooperation. But don’t think 
I’ve lost it. I understand. And I hear it from 
the domestic chiefs, from the local chiefs, 
how important cooperation is with the inter- 
national component represented here today. 
Whether it’s in antinarcotics, or whether it’s 
in antiterrorism, we are very, very grateful 
to those law enforcement officers from over- 
seas who are here today, and to your col- 
leagues who may not have made it to this 
wonderful convention. 

I would simply say to you that you're 
choosing, or you have chosen, a very interest- 
ing time to visit our great country. The 
weather's turning colder, and if you turn on 
the TV you can’t help but notice that there’s 
an election going on in just—and Barbara 
and I were talking about this a few minutes 
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ago—just 9 days. In fact, some of the U.S. 
police chiefs here may ask if they can go back 
with you to your country until all this hectic 
yelling and shouting is over with. 

But we are getting down to the home 
stretch, and so let me talk this morning about 
Government’s first and foremost domestic 
responsibility, function, and that is to protect 
every citizen at home and on the street. Let 
me start with a story that most of the domes- 
tic chiefs have heard about, probably the kind 
of story you hear about every day but one 
that just sickened Barbara and me when we 
saw it on the news. i believe it was almost 
a month ago. In broad daylight, in a neigh- 
borhood near Washington, DC, a woman was 
forced from her car at a stop sign by two 
men, who then drove off. But the woman 
got tangled in her seatbelt outside the car. 
Or maybe she hung on. What mother 
wouldn’t? You see, her baby was locked in- 
side. And that woman was dragged almost 
2 miles before the thieves crushed her to 
death against a fence. And then they tossed 
her little baby out by the roadside, like some 
kind of a piece of trash. And I know that 
on this special Sunday in this special audi- 
ence I am preaching to the choir, but this 
sort of thing must provoke outrage. People 
who act like animals have no place in decent 
society, and they should go to jail and stay 
in jail. I strongly support you and your effort 
to do just that. 

I think when the history of this century 
is written, it will be clearly seen that America 
got too soft on crime in the sixties, and for 
20 years you and your brothers and sisters 
in law enforcement paid for it. But we fought 
back, and for the first time in decades, the 
overall crime index is actually down. And 
with your help, your leadership, we’ve slowed 
the rate of violent crime the past 12 years. 
We are turning the tide on drugs. I take heart 
from the fact that there’s 60 percent—use 
of cocaine by teenagers. But as you can tell 
by comparing our crime statistics with other 
nations, we still have a way to go, a long way 
to go. And that’s what I really want to talk 
to you about today. 

There are so many issues in this Presi- 
dential campaign where the voters have a 
clear choice. And crime is one of the most 
important. And I do have big differences with 
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Governor Clinton on crime and law enforce- 
ment. I would only ask a simple, objective 
look at the record. Records reveal it. Here 
are some of the facts. Under Governor Clin- 
ton, Arkansas’ violent crime rate went up 
about 60 percent in the eighties: more than 
twice the national average. They had the Na- 
tion’s single-biggest increase in serious crime 
during the decade. In ’83, there were about 
300 violent crimes for every 100,000 people 
in Arkansas. Last year, there were almost 600 
violent crimes. It has doubled on the Gov- 
ernor’s watch. The average inmate there 
served less than one-fifth of his sentence last 
year. But the Federal inmate, as I’m sure 
most know here, an inmate for which I have 
responsibility, he served 85 percent of his 
time. 

You can’t obviously, and I don’t mean to 
leave that impression, blame the dedicated 
law enforcement officers from that State. Be- 
cause you've got to look behind that, at the 
statistics. Arkansas ranks near the bottom for 
every important per capita crime dollar that 
it spends, 46th; for police officers, 49th. 
Spending on judicial and legal systems, Ar- 
kansas ranks 50th. Dead last in the country. 
And so, no wonder crime goes ballistic there 
during the eighties. You’re supposed to hand- 
cuff criminals, not tie the hands of the police. 

It’s obvious and I firmly believe—and I'll 
get to the positive aspects of this in a 
minute—that that crime record, that Clinton 
record, is wrong for Arkansas, and clearly, 
it would be wrong for America. If you don’t 
believe me, ask the Fraternal Order of Police 
in Little Rock. They know the Clinton record 
better than anyone, and they're joining hands 
with their national organization to endorse 
me for President of the United States. I think 
they did take the time to look at the overall 
record, the good news that you don’t hear 
out there on the network news every night. 

Let me just tick off a few of our priorities. 
Start with money. Since I took office, we've 
increased the crime budget by almost 50 per- 
cent. We’ve hired more than 1,200 new Fed- 
eral prosecutors since 1989, assigned 300 
FBI agents to help you get the gang mem- 
bers off the streets, and proposed a program 
to double Federal spending for prison space 
in the 1990's. We’re working to stop the 
abuse of our appeals process, to enforce the 
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death penalty, and to let your cops use evi- 
dence seized in good faith. Since 1989, we've 
taken more than $400 million from criminals 
and used it to help the victims of crime. 
We've also Reet the violent repeat of- 
fender, putting over 3,000 of those most dan- 
gerous faghtives behind bars in just a couple 
of months last spring. Finally, we’re helping 
to take back 20 worst inner-city neighbor- 
hoods. And again, I salute the police chiefs 
and the law enforcement officers for this. 
Take it back with our acclaimed “Weed and 
Seed” program. Weed out the criminals and 
the drugs, and then seed the neighborhood 
with education and training. And hopefully, 
if we can ever get enterprise zones enacted 
into law with jobs in the private sector. 

Now, listen to Bernie Edwards, a 70-year- 
old resident of a tough neighborhood in Fort 
Worth, Texas, Tarrant County. He saw 
“Weed and Seed” help to keep the young 
kids in his neighborhood off drugs and out 
of gangs. And he says, “For the first time 
in years I can sit on my porch. It sure feels 
good.” There’s example like example all 
across the country. You know them far better 
than I do. 

We've fought for these initiatives, though, 
not just tough talk, and we’re taking action. 
But our action would be stronger if it were 
part of a national crime strategy supported 
by Congress. That’s why, 1,228 days ago, on 
June 15, 1989—the same day Mikhail Gorba- 
chev first hinted that the Berlin Wall might 
someday come down—I sent a comprehen- 
sive crime bill to Capitol Hill, up to the Con- 
gress. I extended my hand in partnership to 
Congress, and I asked for help fighting crime 
on a national level. 

Since I first sent that bill to the Hill in 
1989, 60,000 Americans have been mur- 
dered. There have been 260,000 rapes, 1.6 
million robberies, and 2.6 million assaults. 
And 69,000 of those violent crimes took 
place, regrettably, right here in Detroit. 
Think about it. Enough Americans to fill De- 
troit’s Cobo Hall four times over were brutal- 
ized by assault, rape or murder while that 
bill languished on Capitol Hill. No wonder 
Americans stare at every news, every night, 
shake their heads, and ask, “Why doesn’t 
somebody do something about this incredible 
mess? People are dying in the streets.” 





2108 


Well, as frustrating as this crime bill has 
been for me, it is still my job as President 
to get results. So we've fought and won a 
couple of big battles in the past few weeks. 
And today I’m proud to announce that right 
after this speech, I’m going to sit down here 
at Cobo Hall and sign two of the crime initia- 
tives that I’ve fought for, two tough new Fed- 
eral laws. 

The first one severely punishes carjackers. 
And we told the Congress that I wanted to 
make armed carjacking a Federal offense 
with harsh penalties. Thugs who take cars at 
gunpoint should sit in a cell so long that when 
they get out they’re going to be too darn old 
to drive. 

And the second one deals with parents, 
mostly fathers, who refuse to make child-sup- 
port payments. They're called the deadbeat 
dads. And right now, a single mother in De- 
troit can struggle to keep the kids fed on a 
small salary while their father’s on a lark in 
Chicago. He could be way behind in child 
support, but no one can touch him across 
State lines. Well, that’s a disgrace, and now 
the long arm of the law can reach over the 
border and tell that dad to pay up or go up 
the river. 

Why did these two ideas become law? Be- 
cause national attention created national out- 
rage that brought pressure on Congress to 
act. It’s a formula I want to use again and 
again in the next 4 years. You see, there are 
at least six other initiatives that Congress 
didn’t pass, that I care a great deal about 
and that I think would benefit your work. 
So next year, with a new Congress—and 
there’s going to be a new one. You might 
ask why, and I would say to some of the for- 
eign officials here you have been spared the 
sight of a Congress controlled by one group 
for 38 years that can’t even run a two-bit 
bank or a two-bit post office. And so there’s 
going to be a lot of new Members. And those 
Members, regardless of what party, are going 
to do what the people want. They'll be listen- 
ing to the same voters I do. And so, then 
we're going to go after them, and we're going 
to be given a new Congress. And with 150 
new Members next session, maybe up to that 
many in the House, we're going to pass those 
six items into law, too. 
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And here they are: Number one, I want 
to strengthen the laws dealing with sexual 
and domestic violence. It’s bad enough when 
a woman is brutally attacked in the first 
place. Then she takes the stand for testimony 
and gets attacked by some clever lawyers. I 
say that’s two attacks too many. So we're 
going to go after tightening up these laws. 

Two, I want repeat armed offenders be- 
hind bars until trial. Today, even a repeat 
rapist can get arrested and be out on bond 
hours later. I say detain him until the trial, 
let the prosecution use past behavior against 
him. Right now, certain little details often 
can’t even be mentioned in court, like the 
fact that everyone within a country mile 
knows the guy’s done this before. And that’s 
wrong. Let him face what he’s done and pay 
for it. 

We've got to—on the second major point 
here—we've got to crush gang violence. I 
want the gangs to be treated like the criminal 
enterprises that they are, so we can go after 
the leaders with Federal medicine that they 
deserve. I want to toughen penalties for using 
juveniles in crimes. I’ve talked to many chiefs 
about this, and they tell me that gangs send 
out these under-age kids, send them out to 
do the dirty work of the leaders, and because 
they're minors who will get off easy if they're 
caught. That’s disgraceful. I remember going 
out to South Central in L.A. and hearing 
about two that were apprehended by the law 
enforcement community. I think they were 
13 or 14. They had been assigned targets to 
firebomb during the outbreaks—two little 
kids. It’s a heartbreak. It’s disgraceful. We’ve 
got to go after the big guys, make the big 
boys pay, those that would use little kids in 
this way. 

And three, protection for the elderly. It’s 
absurd that the folks who have contributed 
to society all their lives have to live in terror 
just because some young punks see them as 
an easy target. I want to beef up the laws, 
so instead of stalking the streets and mugging 
grandmothers, they're down at the precinct, 
mugging for the police camera. 

Four, and I’ve heard from many of you 
on this one, and we promise you we're going 
to keep on trying: habeas corpus reform. Ha- 
beas corpus? Yes, habeas corpus should pro- 
tect the innocent, but it’s turned into a per- 
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version of the law. Some petitions can drag 
on for more than a decade, more than 10 
years. And criminal lawyers are abusing the 
law to postpone justice, and it’s time we put 
a stop to it. Let them have one habeas peti- 
tion and be done with it. 

Five—and I know this one’s controversial, 
but I'll tell you exactly how strongly I feel 
about it—and I’m talking about a Federal 
death penalty. I think certain acts of violence 
deserve the ultimate penalty. The sentence 
should be carried out fairly, but swiftly. As- 
sassinations, murder for hire, terrorism, ran- 
dom drive-by shootings, gang massacres, and 
certainly and especially the killing of a police 
officer. All must pay with the death sentence. 
And there is another collateral point here, 
and that has to do with Justices. I notice that 
Governor Clinton is here today with Mario 
Cuomo. But Governor Clinton has men- 
tioned Cuomo for the Supreme Court. And 
it is my conviction to get this kind of tough 
crime legislation through, that we must not 
go back to appointing judges to the Court 
who oppose tough anticrime measures, who 


oppose the death penalty for these most hei- 
nous of crimes. 

And the sixth one is firearms. This one’s 
short and sweet. I want much tougher pen- 
alties for the criminal use of firearms. 

So there’s a lot of work to be done. But 


America’s worth it. For every hardened 
criminal you face down, there are countless 
thousands of good and decent Americans out 
there with strong values and big hearts. And 
you don’t hear much from them. But I hap- 
pen to know on good authority that they cer- 
tainly appreciate you, and I know because 
so many people tell me this. So in conclusion, 
let me just pass it on to you: America stands 
behind you. You should never understand 
some of these crazy liberal appeals as an at- 
tack on our law enforcement officers. I am 
with you 100 percent, bringing to bear the 
full weight of the Federal Government. And 
on behalf of all those unheard but grateful 
Americans, I really do thank you. I thank 
your families. I know sometimes it must be 
a real strain when your chief or your officer 
goes out there and you're not going to know 
how he’s going to be treated by these thug 
elements out on the street. So we can identify 
with that. I really came here to say thank 
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you to every single one of you for putting 
your lives on the Tine for us every single day. 

Now you pass it on, that support, and go 
back and tell your brave men and women 
that we appreciate you, and we need you all. 
You've done so much already. But let’s face 
it, there is much more to be done. And to 
do it, I'd be remiss if I saw this many voters 
out here if I didn’t say to you I need your 
support, and I ask for your vote on November 
3d, because I want to be in Washington for 
4 more years. 

Thank you. And may God bless our great 
country on this beautiful fall day. May God 
bless the United States. Thank you very 
much. 


Note: The President spoke at 10:20 a.m. at 
the Cobo Arena. In his remarks, he referred 
to C. Roland Vaughn, president of the asso- 
ciation and chief of police of Conyers, GA. 


Remarks to the Community in Sioux 
Falls, South Dakota 


October 25, 1992 


The President. Thank you, Governor. 
Thank you, South Dakota. Thanks for that 
welcome. 

Audience members. Four more years! 
Four more years! Four more years! 

The President. Thank you, George. Hey, 
listen, thank you so very much. I am very 
proud to be introduced by your great Gov- 
ernor, George Mickelson. Let me salute the 
others here: Larry Pressler, your Senator; 
Lieutenant Governor Walt Miller; Bill 
Janklow, the former Governor, warming up 
the crowd in more ways than one out here. 
Jim Abdnor is here, a former Senator. Arlene 
Ham is here. We've got two from Nebraska, 
former Governor Charlie Thone and the 
present Congressman Doug Bereuter, both 
outstanding servants from nearby. Don Pe- 
terson and, of course, Mary McClure, the ex- 
ecutive director; and then Bailey and the 
Boys. You've had a full house here, with great 
people. And let me just say that I am de- 
lighted to be here with them. 

I will also say that, you know, everyplace 
I go in the country, you have signs held up, 
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and they say, “Clean House!” Clean House! 
Change the United States Congress. Well, 
you can do something about it right here. 
You can help clean out the House of Rep- 
resentatives we sending John Timmer to the 
United States Congress. And you've got a 
great chance to make history in the Senate, 
because we have an outstanding candidate 
standing here with me in Char Haar. Elect 
her to the Senate, and let’s get this country 
moving again. 

Well, we’re going down to the wire in this 
national election. I come back here to South 
Dakota fired up. And the reason we're going 
to win is because the American people have 
a clear choice. There is a vast difference be- 
tween experience, difference in philosophy, 
and yes, character does count, a difference 
in character. 

Governor Clinton—I hate to ruin a lovely 
rally like this, but I’ve got to just point out 
since Clinton’s going around the country 
talking about my record, ill-defining it for 11 
months—and I'll talk about the positive 
things in a minute—but let’s just take a quick 
look at his record in Arkansas. Sorry about 
that. 

He promises health care for America. He’s 
been around there for 12 years; 40 percent 
of the Arkansas workers have no health insur- 
ance. He promises education reform. And 12 
years later, 75 percent of Arkansas college 
students, when they first get to college, have 
to have remedial education because they're 
not getting the job done the way you are here 
in high school education. He promises to get 
the American economy moving. But 12 years 
in Arkansas, wages, income, and jobs are 
trailing the entire Nation. So when he stood 
up there in that debate the other night and 
he said, “I want to do for the country what 
I’ve done to Arkansas,” we must not let him 
do that. 

You know, Bill Clinton made a lot of prom- 
ises to the people of Arkansas, and he broke 
most of them. But last year, he told the Ar- 
kansas people that he would not assume 
higher office in 1992. He looked right into 
the lens and says, “I’m not going to do it.” 
And here he is, one more promise that he 
has not kept. 

He calls this change? Let me tell you 
something. He says that he is the candidate 
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for change, but let’s look at the record. He 
wants $150 billion in new taxes. He wants 
$220 billion in new spending. That is not 
change, that is trickle-down Government. 
We do not need any more of that. 

His numbers don’t add up. Anyway, he 
says he’s going to just sock it to the rich. 
Not so. To pay for all his programs, he’s got 
to get down to everybody making over 
$36,600. And then, to take care of all the 
promises, every nurse out here, every teach- 
er, every farmer watch out, he’s coming right 
after your wallet. Mr. and Mrs. America, 
don’t let him do this to us. Tax and spend, 
tax and spend, tax and spend. George talked 
about it, your Governor. The last time we 
had that, had a Democratic President along 
with this spendthrift Congress that’s been 
controlled by the Democrats for 38 years, we 
had inflation at 15 percent. We had interest 
rates at 21.5 percent. And they had a malaise 
or a “misery index” that’s doubled what it 
is today. We cannot let this man do this to 
the country. Your hear Clinton and Gore, the 
Ozone Man, talking about change. That's all 
you're going to have left in your pocket if 
you get these guys in there, I'll guarantee 
you that. 

Also, if you haven’t detected, I’m a little 
sore at the national media. Let me tell you 
something—remember what Harry Truman 
said? I’d better be careful—well, I’d better 
not say that. They're mad at me anyway. I 
love my favorite bumper sticker: “Annoy the 
Media. Reelect Bush.” I love it, absolutely 
love that sticker. There it is. There it is. 

But you know, if you listen to these guys, 
you'd think everything was wrong with this 
country. They try to tear down. The only way 
that Clinton and Gore can win is to make 
everybody convinced everything is horrible. 
We forget 93 percent of the people are work- 
ing in this country. We forget that interest 
rates are at record lows. We forget that infla- 
tion is better. And we forget that ag income 
is up in the United States, and as long as 
I’m President it’s going to stay up. 

Audience members. You tell them, Mr. 
President. 

The President. I will. And besides that, 
I want to say a word about ethanol. I am 
the one who worked out the ethanol waiver 
to spur the use of ethanol. Ethanol use has 
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gone up, way up, since I’ve become President 
of the United States, and I’m going to keep 
it going up. But Governor Clinton’s adviser, 
one of them, says that ethanol might blow 
a hole in the ozone. Well, heck with that. 
It’s not going to blow any hole in the ozone. 
It is safe, and we're going to use it more. 

And then another adviser gets up—be- 
cause I did the right thing for the corn grow- 
ers in fixing that waiver—another one gets 
up and says, well, we'll review that after Clin- 
ton is elected. Two things wrong with that: 
He ought not to review it because I made 
the right decision, and two, he ain’t going 
to be elected President. He comes to South 
Dakota and talks ethanol, and then he goes 
out and starts talking about reviewing the 
waiver. We cannot have that flip-flop on 
every single issue. 

Now, on international trade, we are work- 
ing hard to open markets for our agricultural 
goods all over the world. And I am proud 
of our export enhancement program. I am 
proud that we are fighting — these Eu- 
ropean subsidies. And this fall, out here in 
South Dakota at a wonderful farm nearby— 
farmer is standing right over my right shoul- 
der—we announced a new EEP, a new ex- 
port program. We’re staying with that. We're 
going to sell billions of tons of U.S. wheat 
to 28 countries, and we are going to protect 
South Dakota jobs and sell our products all 
over the world. We’ve promoted another $1 
billion in ag exports under the so-called 
GATT triggers, technical, but very important 
to farmers in this State. And we’re going to 
keep on fighting for new markets. This North 
American free trade agreement is going to 
be good for American jobs and good for 
American agriculture. And Governor Clinton 
is on all sides of that question. 

Let me tell you, there was something dis- 
turbing, and chis is a very serious one, this 
morning, this Sunday, this very day in the 
Daily Telegraph in London, the Sunday 
Telegraph of London. The Clinton campaign 
worked out a secret agreement, it is alleged 
in the paper—I have to be fair, it is alleged— 
they worked out a secret agreement with 
Jacques Delors of the EC, the President of 
the European Community, on the Uruguay 
round of GATT trade. And what the agree- 
ment was is that they would delay making 
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an agreement on the GATT round until after 
the election because apparently this man 
sides with Governor Clinton’s ideology. 

Well, let me tell you something: If this re- 
port is true, and if the Clinton campaign is 
going over to Europe interfering with an 
agreement that would benefit all American 
agriculture, it is a sorry, pathetic thing to be 
doing a few days before an election. It is in 
the national interest to work out a GATT 
agreement, and it’s a sorry thing if somebody 
would put their own personal political inter- 
est—afraid we might get something done for 
the American people—right now to stand in 
the way of it. I don’t think that’s good foreign 
policy, and I don’t think that’s very good poli- 
tics, either, because it’s going to blow up 
right in their face. 

Other priorities, South Dakota is doing 
great. Your business is moving, and you've 
got a low unemployment. But the rest of the 
country has been hurting. We don’t need 
more tax and spend. What we need to do 
is stimulate small business. Small business 
creates jobs for two-thirds of the American 
people. And we need relief: relief from regu- 
lation, relief from taxation, and yes, we need 
relief from litigation. We’re suing each other 
too much and caring for each other too little. 

These crazy lawsuits by these trial lawyers 
that are the biggest supporters of Governor 
Clinton: Doctors don’t even dare deliver ba- 
bies, or they have to have additional tests, 
running the cost of health care up. Some Lit- 
tle League coaches don’t dare coach, afraid 
of some nutty lawsuit. Along the highway, 
somebody can be hurt, and the person won't 
come along and pick them up, afraid that 
a trial lawyer will get to the victim and say, 
hey, this guy didn’t handle you right when 
you were in your hour of distress. We cannot 
continue to sue each other. We’re trying to 
do something about it in the United States 
Congress. Send us Char Haar and let us help 
get the job done, and John Timmer as well. 

We've got a much better program for edu- 
cation. We literally want to revolutionize K 
through 12, and our America 2000 a 
will do that. A part of it is this: I believe 
in school choice, and I want to help parents 
choose their schools, public, private, or reli- 
gious. 
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Health care: Let’s not let the Government 
get further involved. Let’s provide insurance 
to the poorest of the poor through vouchers. 
Let’s provide that overworked middle class 
a little bit of a tax relief to get the insurance. 
Let’s pool insurance. Let’s correct mal- 
practice. And let’s move forward so that those 
who don’t have health care have it. But do 
not lower the quality by setting some board 
that the United States Government will run. 
We've got enough trouble with the post of- 
fice. Don’t give us trouble with health care. 

A couple of more subjects here—I’m just 
getting warmed up, you'll be pleased to 
know—now, crime. I’ve just come from a 
marvelous meeting in Detroit with the police 
chiefs from all across the country; indeed, 
an international meeting. And there I spelled 
out the things I was for on crime. But we 
have a big difference. Arkansas prisoners 
spend 20 percent of their sentences in jail. 
The Feds, Federal ones—that comes under 
me—S5 percent. I have this peculiar feeling 
that we ought to have a little more sympathy 
for the victims of crime and a little less for 
the criminals. 

I hope you heard the difference when we 
had the debate on getting this budget deficit 
down, because I don’t believe you need to 
spend and tax more. I think we need to con- 
trol the growth of those mandatory spending 
programs. And then give me these things: 
Give me that line-item veto, and let the 
President try it if the Congress can’t do it. 
Give me a taxpayer check-off, or put it this 
way, give you a taxpayer check-off so you can 
check 10 percent of your tax to go to lowering 
the deficit, and the Congress has to find the 
spending to go with it. And if they don’t, we 
sequester across the board. It is time to put 
the power back in the hands of the people 
as far as this deficit goes. And there’s two 
other things that would help: a balanced 
budget amendment to the Constitution—we 
almost got it—and that will discipline the 
Congress and the executive branch. And I 
like term limits because that gives power 
back to the people. 

But the fast one and the key one, in my 
view, in this election and what it’s going to 
be determined about is character and trust. 
You simply cannot be on all sides of all ques- 
tions. You cannot come to a State that doesn’t 
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have right to work and say, “I’m against it,” 
and then in a State that does, say, “I’m for 
it.” You cannot one day be on the North 
American free trade agreement and saying, 
“Well, I’m for it,” and then go to the big 
labor unions, “Well, I’m for it, but I’m going 
to change it.” You cannot keep making these 
waffles. We must not turn the White House 
into the waffle house. And that is what’s hap- 
ning. 

It’s not any one thing. It is not any one 
thing. It is this pattern. It is this pattern of 
deception, trying to be all things to all peo- 
ple. You can’t do that as President. Let me 
remind you of what it was like at Desert 
Storm. I had to go out and say, here’s what 
we are going to do. I couldn’t say maybe; 
I couldn’t say, on the one hand we'll do this, 
and on the other hand we'll do that. I made 
a very difficult decision. And thanks to the 
sons and daughters of South Dakota and 
other States, the mission was accomplished. 
Saddam’s army was destroyed, and we kicked 
him out of Kuwait. 

But where was Governor Clinton? He was 
on both sides of the question. Just when I 
was trying to mobilize national support in the 
United States Congress and in the press, just 
as I was trying to mobilize it, he made this 
statement about the time of the vote: I favor 
the position—that is paraphrased—I favor 
the position of the minority—let sanctions 
work; don’t do any—favor the position of the 
minority, but I guess I would have voted for 
the majority. 

I’m sorry, as Commander in Chief you 
cannot have a waffle for a position. You've 
got to make the tough calls. If they ever put 
this guy on Mount Rushmore, they'll have 
to have two faces for him, one on one side 
of the issue, the other on the other. You can- 
not do that. 

Audience members: Four more years! 
Four more years! Four more years! 

The President. I've told you my view. And 
some ask that I not discuss it because—I 
don’t know what the politics are, but I said 
what I think about somebody that goes 
abroad when his comrades or his peer group 
are in prison in Hanoi or are drafted out of 
the ghettos to serve. I know that war was 
controversial, but I don’t believe it is right 
to go to a foreign country when your country 
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is at war and demonstrate there, mobilize 
demonstrations against your country. 

And the liberal press hate it. The press 
don’t like it. I'll tell you, I feel I owe it to 
the American people to say what I think on 
that. The trouble with the draft is not that 
he didn’t serve. A lot of people didn’t serve. 
A lot of people didn’t like the war. But on 
April 17th he said, “I’m going to tell the full 
record.” And he hasn’t done it. I think you’re 
entitled to know whether he had a draft no- 
tice or whether he didn’t, whether he went 
to England because he wanted to serve or 
because he didn’t. It is not right to play both 
sides of the issue to protect your own political 
neck. 

Now, I believe we’re going to win this elec- 
tion. And it’s been about the ugliest political 
year I can remember. I’ve never seen any- 
thing quite like it. The news media wouldn't 
know good news if it hit them right in the 
face. But I'll tell you something, there’s 
something wrong with them; they lost it. No, 
no, we don’t want to be too hostile about 
the media. But I do remember what Harry 
Truman said about 50 reporters: They 
couldn’t pound sand in a rat hole if they had 
to. Well, that was Harry Truman speaking, 
that wasn’t me. 

Well, let me tell you, I do believe we’re 
going to win this election. And I'll tell you 
why I think it’s going to happen. First place, 
I think we've got a first-class First Lady, and 
that helps, I’ll tell me. But here’s the reason. 
I’ve made mistakes, of course. And I do like 
you do, say, hey, I messed this one up, I’m 
sorry. You look into the American people’s 
eyes and you say, I made a mistake. And now 
you get on about doing the American peo- 
ple’s business. 

But I have tried very hard as your Presi- 
dent to uphold the trust that you have placed 
in me and in Barbara and in my family, to 
be living in that most prestigious and most 
awed house in the entire world, the White 
House. And I honestly believe that when 
people look to this country, they look, not 
as Governor Clinton said, to the character 
of the Presidency, but they look to both the 
character of the President and the Presi- 
dency. They are interlocked. You cannot sep- 
arate them. You cannot separate these two. 
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Life has been very good to me and to m 
family and to our 5 kids and to our 12 grand- 
children. Life has treated us well. We believe 
and we've tried to live family, faith, friends, 
and all of that. But I'll tell you why—and 
there’s other lines of work I’m sure that 
would be a lot more pleasant every day, day 
in and day out, than taking the shots one 
takes in this life. But I want to finish the 
job I've started. 

Tonight these kids here will go to bed at 
night without the same fear of nuclear war 
that the generation precedent had. That is 
something that is significant. Ancient en- 
emies are talking to each other around the 
world, talking peace in the Middle East. Rus- 
sia is now democratic and trying to perfect 
their democracy. To the south of ft sh 
you see democracy and freedom on the 
march. And literally, because of the taxpayer, 
because of my predecessor staying with 
strength, peace through strength, we have lit- 
erally changed the world. 

But the job is not done. And it won't be 
done until we can lift up every family in this 
country, inspire them that the American 
dream is still alive, help them with education, 
make our families more secure in the neigh- 
borhood by less crime. Lift up America. 

Lastly, Clinton says we are a nation in de- 
cline, somewhere south of Germany but just 
ahead of Sri Lanka. He ought to open his 
eyes. We are the most fair, the most decent, 
most honorable country on the face of the 
Earth. Now help me make it even better. 
I ask, as we drive down to the close with 
things moving and the excitement building, 
I ask for your support. I ask for your vote. 
Help me change America and make life bet- 
ter for every kid here today. 

Thank you. Thank you. And may God bless 
our great country on this beautiful Sunday 
in South Dakota. We are fortunate to be 
here. May God bless us all. Thank you all. 
Thank you. 


Note: The President spoke at 1:20 p.m. at 
the Sioux Empire Fairgrounds Exposition 
Center. In his remarks, he referred to Arlene 
Ham, Republican national committeewoman; 
Don Peterson, State Republican Party chair- 
man and State Victory 92 chairman; Ma 

McClure, executive director, South Dakota 
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Bush-Quayle ’92; and entertainers Bailey and 
the Boys. 


Remarks and a Question-and-Answer 
Session in Billings, Montana 


October 25, 1992 


The President. Thank you. I feel like Phil 
Donahue, sitting here. Thank you for that 
great welcome to the Big Sky country. Thank 
you so much. Please be seated. 

Audience members. Four more years! 
Four more years! Four more years! 

The President. Wall to wall people. Thank 
you so very much. This is a little bit of unique 
forum here today. But I want to start off by 
just saying a few words about those with us. 
You have had a great Governor. You've got 
a wonderful Governor, a great friend of ours. 
And he is leaving; he is leaving. And Mark 
Roscoe, who is running, is in another part 
of the State, out working the trenches as he 
should. But I strongly urge his reelection. 

I needn’t tell you what a hit Conrad, the 
Burnses, plural, have made, but Conrad has 
made in the United States Senate. You've got 
strong representation there by a good and 
decent man. I don’t listen to all his jokes; 
I’ve got a certain standard I must adhere to 
as President of the United States. [Laughter] 
Well, some of them, some. 

But then there’s another one that’s been 
at my side in the political trenches as long 
as I’ve been—certainly before I was in the 
White House, and even before I was Vice 
President. And I’m talking about Congress- 
man Ron Marlenee. We've got to see him 
reelected. And I want to thank two other 
friends, Chuck Heringer and Tim Babcock, 
the former Governor of this State, all good 
people. And I'll tell you, it makes me wonder 
how you get along without friends. 

But let me start this way. This is an unusual 
format. We're going to take a few questions. 
But before I start, I want to tell you, this 
is the strangest political year I’ve ever seen. 
But I swing into the great State of Montana 
absolutely convinced that I’m going to be re- 
elected for 4 more years. People will say, why 
is that going to happen? And I'l] develop that 
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in the question and answer session. But I be- 
lieve it’s going to come about because we 
literally have changed the world. The kids 
here today go to bed at night—and I heard 
Conrad generously mention this—the kids go 
to bed at night without the same fear of nu- 
clear war. And I am very proud that a lot 
of that occurred since I’ve been President 
of the United States. Communism is dead. 
Ancient enemies are talking to each other. 
Democracy is on the move in Russia and 
south of our border. There’s been an enor- 
mous change. And now what we've got to 
do is take that same leadership that changed 
the world, even though we’re now at an eco- 
nomic international global slowdown, use the 
leadership to lift these kids up and give them 
the opportunity that I know exists for them 
in the days ahead. 

And then the last, I think, the other reason 
I'll win, Barbara and I have tried very hard— 
I think we’ve got a great First Lady, and I 
wish she were here. But we have tried very 
hard to uphold the public trust. And one rea- 
son I’m confident is that in the final analysis, 
I believe voters are going to really think: Who 
would you want to look after your family, deal 
with a crisis that might occur? Who can best 
keep the public trust and serve with honor? 
We have tried very hard to do that, and I 
hope that’s going to be one of the reasons 
that we’re reelected when it comes Tuesday, 
a week from this coming Tuesday. 

Now, the program is to take a few ques- 
tions, and I don’t know how we’re going to 
arrange all that. But if anybody—Conrad, are 
you kind of the Phil Donahue of this thing? 
[Laughter] Get in here. We're in real trouble 
if he is, I'll tell you. He can’t even get his 
umbilical cord untied. Now, come on. 

Senator Conrad Burns. | used to be an 
old farm broadcaster, you know. 

The President. Never mind. No, we don’t 
want any of that. 

Senator Burns. Mr. President, welcome 
to Montana. Okay, do we have a question 
here? Just pick one out. Got a hand right 
here from a young man right there, Mr. 
President. 

The President. Shoot. We'll get our act 
together in a minute here. 
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The Economy 
Q. I wasn’t born when Carter was around, 


and I heard about the high taxes and the bad 
economy. Would that happen if Clinton was 
elected? 

The President. Good question. That's 
what we call a slow ball in the trade. You 
can see the seams on it going across the plate. 
[Laughter] The question was, he just has 
heard talk—he’s a young guy, you couldn’t 
see him—but he’s heard talk of what it was 
like when Jimmy Carter was President, the 
last time a Democrat controlled the White 
House and those that Conrad and Ron fight 
against every day controlled the Congress. 
And here’s what it was like. I’m afraid that 
the Clinton-Gore spend-and-tax plan would 
take us back there. The interest rates, 21.5 
percent they hit. Inflation was 15 percent. 
The Democrats, to embarrass Republicans, 
invented something called the “misery 
index,” unemployment and inflation added 
together. Under me it’s 10, and under them 
it was 20. We cannot go back to the days 
when they had both ends of Pennsylvania Av- 
enue. We had grain embargoes. And they talk 
about malaise. It was right there. 

So my view is, our agenda for America’s 
renewal—it stimulates small business, cuts 
down on the Government spending through 
putting a cap on the mandatory spending— 
is the way to go. And hold the taxes down. 
I have a very big difference with the Clinton- 
Gore tax-and-spend program. Thanks for the 
question. 


Gun Control 


Q. Mr. President, what is your position on 
gun control, please? 

The President. | oppose gun control. It’s 
a good time to point it out in the first day 
of the big game hunting season out here. I’m 
onal there’s this many people in here. 
[Laughter] But I’m delighted to see you. I 
am a hunter, and I’m a fisherman, and I be- 
lieve I’ve got a sound record on the environ- 
ment. But when it comes to guns, the answer 
is to have tougher anticrime legislation. Go 
after the criminal and not after the gun 
owner. And I’ve always felt that way. I gave 
a speech on that today to the police chiefs, 
and I believe we have strong support in the 
law enforcement community. We need a lit- 
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tle more sympathy for the victims of crime, 
a little less for the criminal. 


Taxes 


Q. President Bush, throughout this elec- 
tion and elections I’ve listened to in the past, 
we've always talked about where the middle 
class is over-taxed, the wealthy aren’t taxed 
enough. I think the people of America are 
willing to pay their fair share. Why is it we 
cannot have a uniform tax where it doesn’t 
matter what your income, we all pay the 
same? 

The President. Well, that would be a flat 
tax, and it’s pretty hard to get because I think 
a lot of people would think that’s unfair. They 
think it’s unfair that a rich guy would pay 
the same as the person that’s really struggling 
to make ends meet. 

Here’s my view on the tax situation: I be- 
lieve this is where we have perhaps the major 
difference with the Clinton-Gore program, 
because I went along with the Democratic 
tax increase one time and I made a mistake. 
I said I did the wrong thing. Quite different 
than Governor Clinton that has to have it 
both ways on every issue. When you screw 
something up, you say it. You say, “I was 
wrong.” But now let’s move forward and hold 
the line on the taxes. We don’t need to raise 
taxes at all right now. We just don’t need 
to do it. But what we need to do is control 
the growth of spending. Two-thirds of the 
budget, two-thirds of the Federal budget, 
never comes to the President of the United 
States. One-third does. We've got caps now, 
out of that budget agreement that I don’t 
like, but out of it we did get one good thing. 
That was caps on the discretionary spending. 
On the mandatory programs, it’s just free- 
flowing. So we've got to control their growth, 
and then stimulate business. 

Here’s what I want to do in the way of 
taxes: I want an investment tax allowance, 
I want a capital gains cut. It is not a tax for 
the rich. It will stimulate new business, small 
business. And I want a credit for the first- 
time homebuyer so that the guy, a family, 
young family trying to buy their first home, 
gets a $5,000 credit. And that will stimulate 
not only the housing industry, but all the 
other businesses that go with it. The flat tax 
is a—I don’t believe it’s even possible to get 





2116 


done, so I think we've got to stay with what 
we've got, but hold the line on it. 


Energy Policy 


Q. Mr. President, Montana’s a great re- 
source State, and we've been looking for an 
energy plan that would allow us to reasonably 
develop those resources and lead our country 
into a am without having an energy short- 
age. You just signed a new bill, but can you 
explain what your plans are for the future? 

The President. The new bill we signed 
yesterday, the day before yesterday—maybe 
it was just aac Share things blend into 
each other. I'll tell you, like today we were 
in Detroit, South Dakota, and here. Yester- 
day, don’t give me a quiz, but I believe I 
was in Louisiana. And if I was, I signed the 
energy bill. 

It’s a brandnew national energy strategy. 
You’ve got some independents, independent 
oil and gas producers te One of the things 
that’s been like a wet blanket over the do- 
mestic search for oil and gas has been the 
alternative minimum tax. And that has been 
changed now—see, there’s two oilmen up 
there—that has been changed now. And that 
will free up a lot more domestic drilling. The 
IPAA estimates 45,000 new jobs in the do- 
mestic oil and gas business. Also, our energy 
strategy goes for alternative sources. We free 
up as best we can the use of corn for ethanol. 
I believe that you can safely use nuclear 
power. We’re trying to cut down in some of 
the endless ways of holding that up. I believe 
in that. 

So it’s a good new energy strategy that goes 
for alternate sources and freeing up domestic 
oil and gas so we will not be as dependent 
on foreign oil. We count our blessings that 
we have good relationships with Saudi Arabia 
and other countries today. But we must not 
become more dependent for our energy 
needs as a country on foreign sources. And 


that’s what this bill helps do. 


Foreign Affairs and Domestic Policy 


Q. Mr. President, even the Democrats rec- 
ognize that you are A-plus in foreign affairs. 
Can you explain to the people how foreign 
relations means good domestic policies, such 
as lower gas prices, grain markets for us, and 


things like that? 
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The President. Well, the answer is we're 
living in an interconnected world. In fact, our 
economy today—and this may come as a sur- 
prise to some, because don’t listen to the 
evening network news if you want to get any 
good news. You're not going to get it. But 
it will surprise some to know that our econ- 
omy is doing better than Japan, and we are 
doing better than Europe, and we’re doing 
better than Canada. But we're not doing 

ood enough. But we're in something 
that’s—I’ll take my share of the blame. But 
I don’t think it’s fair for Clinton and Gore 
to say it’s all George Bush’s fault when the 
whole world is caught up in a slowdown. 

What’s going to save us is your question, 
is how we handle international affairs. We’ve 
made the world more peaceful. With me 
today is a guy who was a real leader in that— 
I don’t know whether he’s standing around 
modestly in the background—but our Sec- 
retary of State, now with me in the White 
House, Jim Baker. Where is he? He’s out 
here someplace. Anyway, I say for him and 
Dick Cheney and Colin Powell and Brent 
Scowcroft in the White House, we have done 
something about establishing world leader- 
ship. And I took a lot of gas on—at the time 
we were trying to mobilize the world to stand 
up against aggression in the Middle East. But 
we did it. 

I might point out a difference: Governor 
Clinton said on the war, he said, “Well, I 
agree with the minority but I guess, I guess 
I would have voted with the majority.” What 
kind of leadership would that be for the 
Commander in Chief of the Armed Forces? 
Now, we made a decision; we made a deci- 
sion. The sons and daughters of this State 
and all the rest busted up the fourth largest 
army in the world, kicked him out, and in 
the process we established the United States 
as the only military superpower and the most 
credible leader for democracy and freedom. 

And that means that as we move into this 
internationally connected economy, that we 
are going to be the ones to lead on trade. 
The things that saved us in a slowdown, as 
I’m sure you know, are exports. And we are 
fighting to increase our exports by getting a 
satisfactory solution to this GATT round, the 
Uruguay round on trade. That is in the inter- 
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est of American jobs. American agriculture 
will sell more abroad. 

I was annoyed to read a London Daily 
Telegraph article saying that the Clinton 
campaign intervened with the leaders of the 
European Community to say, don’t make a 
deal before the election. What kind of states- 
manship is that? We ought to make a deal 
this minute if it’s a good one for American 
agriculture and a good one for the American 
interest. 

So world leadership is important. World 
leadership is important. And let me say one 
last point on this question: Do not let them 
tell you that we are a nation in decline or 
are not respected. Governor Clinton, I be- 
lieve, or someone around him used the word 
“mockery,” and they say we’re something less 
than Germany and just above Sri Lanka. He 
ought to open his eyes, open that Little Rock 
narrow vision, and look at the world. We are 
the most respected country on the face of 
the Earth. 


Barbara Bush 


Q. Where’s Barbara? 

The President. All right. Well, she was 
last sighted waving goodbye to me at the 
White House today. But here’s the situation. 
She’s doing a great job, but I find that she 
can go out there on her own and really talk 
to the people about literacy, about how you 
help families. 

You know, the liberals don’t like it when 
we talk about family values. We're not trying 
to say a family has to be any particular size, 
or if you have a one-parent family, that’s not 
a good family. What we’re talking about is 
values. And Barbara’s good at it. Because 
when she holds an AIDS baby in her arms, 
why, she’s teaching compassion. Or when she 
reads to those children in the Diplomatic En- 
trance of the White House, she’s trying to 
say parents ought to read to the kids. We 
talk about family values, we’re talking about 
choice in child care. Let the parents choose, 
not just the Government. We’re talking about 
choice in education. Let the parents decide, 
public, private, or religious school, and then 
support them. 

So I believe all of these things add up: 
teaching discipline, teaching respect—I just 
met with some of your law enforcement peo- 
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ple here—respect for the law. It’s unfair that 
people in some of these heavily impacted 
drug areas are scared to death to go down 
to the corner market. Family values can help, 
because if your kids can be weaned away 
from the drugs or whatever it is, you 
strengthen the American family. And that’s 
what Barbara, I think, exemplifies. She’s out 
doing that every single day. I wish she were 
here. She’d be overwhelmed by this fantastic 
turnout. 


College Costs 


Q. As the number of people who want to 
attend college has rd while the rise 
in costs of college have dramatically de- 
creased their chance of going, if you're re- 
elected, what would you do to help the finan- 
cially burdened students and their parents? 

The President. The question is a very 
good question: How do you help financially 
burdened students and their parents, be- 
cause college costs have risen? 

The step we have taken so far is to double 
the amount of money for Pell grants. That’s 
the best way that students can participate. 
We have doubled it. Education spending is 
up. But I must tell you, we cannot do all 
the spending we want. As you know, the Fed- 
eral Government participation in education 
is about 6 percent or 7 percent, and then 
the rest of the ’93 is local and State and pri- 
vate and all of that. So the feds will continue 
to do our part. We will continue to, as this 
economy grows, to increase our commit- 
ment. But I am very proud that we have al- 
ready raised Pell grants, which is the thing 
that helps children get to college, more than 
any previous administration and increased 
Head Start at the sarne time, for those who 
are starting to go to school. 


The Character Issue 


Q. Mr. President, I have two sons in col- 
lege. One is 18 and one is 22. First of all, 
rd like to say we appreciate your answers. 
No matter what part of the country you're 
in, you’re consistent, unlike your opponent. 
My question is this: When we sit at the din- 
ner table and we say grace, and then we have 
a man running for President who we've read 
his letters on how he tried to get out of the 
military. The ROTC is after them both. They 
are honor students. How do we tell them, 
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if that other guy gets in, how they can be 
faithful to their country? When Kennedy was 
in, I was getting ready to be drafted, and 
I volunteered ahead of time. How do we talk 
to our kids on this important subject if that 
other guy gets in? 

The President. The gentleman raises a 
very serious question. I can understand peo- 
ple being opposed to the Vietnam war; I can 
understand that. What I think the problem 
Governor Clinton has is, there’s a pattern of 
not leveling with the American people. I am 
old-fashioned. I served my country in com- 
bat. I believe that that has helped me be a 
little sensitive when the decisions come, and 
twice it’s come to me, of having to send 
somebody else’s son or daughter into combat. 
So I believe my own experience has helped 
me be a sensitive and decisive Commander 
in Chief. But I don’t think everybody has to 
do that. We’ve got new generations who 
might not have served. But what you have 
to do is to level with the American people. 

I’ve spoken out, and frankly, we've got a 
difference in our own group about this. Some 
say it’s not important; I find it incomprehen- 
sible that when Americans are being held 
prisoner in Hanoi or when kids are being 
drafted out of the ghetto, that an American 
would mobilize, or “organize” was the word 
he used, demonstrations against his own 
country in a foreign land. If you want to dem- 
onstrate, do what other people—come to the 
White House with your sign. But don’t go 
to a foreign country and tear down your own 
country. So I’ve got a fundamental dif- 
ference, I have a fundamental difference 
with Governor Clinton on this question. 

But the big question, the bigger question 
is on April 17th he said he was going to level 
with the American people and tell the record 
about the ROTC and the draft, and he hasn’t 
done that. But it’s not just the military. He 
goes to Detroit and says one thing on fuel 
efficiency standards, and then he goes some- 
place and says something else. He goes one 
place and said he’s for the North American 
free trade agreement, and then in the debate 
you heard him, “Yes, but.” You can’t have 
a “yes, but” in the White House. You can’t 
make it into the waffle house. You have to 
say, here’s what I’m for, here’s what I’m 
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against. And that is character. And that is 
trust. 


Gasoline Tax 


Q. Mr. President, Montana is a big State, 
and we have a lot of our citizens travel from 
50 miles to 150 miles just to go shopping 
or do their business in their county seats. As 
I understand, Governor Clinton is highly in 
favor of putting a tax on gasoline to go to 
some of the expenses of Government. What 
are your thoughts on this? 

The President. Well, iny thoughts on the 
subject: I’m not sure. I want to be fair. I’m 
not sure he’s proposing a gasoline tax. If he 
is, I strongly oppose it. We've already got a 
lot of Federal tax. There’s several reasons. 
I’m afraid Mr. Perot is proposing a 50-cent 
gasoline tax increase. I mean, for people that 
have to drive to work or drive cabs, whatever 
it is, I mean, that’s pretty steep. I don’t think 
we need to increase the tax on gasoline. 

There’s two reasons. One is it’s heavily 
taxed at the Federal level anyway. And sec- 
ondly, we preempt a source for the Gov- 
ernors and for the States if they have to do 
that. So I would like to hold the line on this 
fuel tax, on the gasoline tax right now. We 
don’t need to do that. And rather than raise 
the tax is control the growth of spending. 

And how do you do that? All right, I’ll give 
you three reasons, three ways. Give us a bal- 
anced budget amendment to the Constitu- 
tion. That’s one, and that will discipline who- 
ever is President and the executive branch. 
Give me a check-off, give the people, rather, 
a check-off on their tax return, a little tiny 
box, and you can check off 10 percent of your 
taxes to go to reducing the deficit. And the 
law would be that then Congress must make 
the reductions that go with that. And the 
third one is, 43 Governors can take a piece 
of legislation, and they can knock out the 
wasteful part. So give me the line-item veto, 
and let the President try to get the deficit 
down. 


Native Americans 
Q. Mr. President, the Democrats would 
have you believe that Native Americans are 
Democrats. But I'd like you to know that a 
lot of Native Americans are Republicans also. 
The President. Glad to know that. 
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Q. I am a member of Fort Belmount Trib- 
al Council, and I'd like to express our appre- 
ciation for all the work you've done on behalf 
of Native Americans, especially in the area 
of education. 

The President. 1 want to ask how it’s 
going. I know it’s a one-way deal, I’m sup- 
posed to answer. But is this approach to edu- 
cation helping? 

Q. Yes, it is. We’re having more and more 
Native Americans complete their college 
education, and that really helps us a lot. The 
tribal councils are very active in the area of 
economic development. We'd like to ask your 
support and assistance in the area of provid- 
ing more jobs for our people. We’d like ev- 
eryone on the reservation that would like a 
job, and we need your assistance in that re- 
gard. 

The President. You know what would 
help in this regard is this whole broad con- 
cept of enterprise zones. And what it says 
is to give breaks to businesses to move to 
areas where you really are adversely im- 
pacted by unemployment. I think that con- 
cept makes sense. 

I’m glad that approach to letting the con- 
trol of education be closer to the ground is 
making sense. We have a national program 
called America 2000. Congress—I hope you 
don’t sound—I’m down on the Democratic- 
controlled Congress that I am—but I am. We 
need to change it. We need to clean House. 
And we need to, but we can get a lot done 
without it on this program called America 
2000, because it bypasses a lot of the bu- 
reaucracy and goes right to the communities. 

Where are we for the next one? 

Q. Well, first of all, Montana’s good Bush 
country because just look—[applause] 

The President. Amazing. 

Defense Cuts 

Q. My question was concerning the mili- 
tary cuts. With the military cuts, what do you 
plan to do with all the military personnel that 
are going to lose their jobs? 

The President. | just signed a defense au- 
thorization bill, and in it we have a lot of 
money for retraining. And that is a very im- 
portant part of it. But let me explain my view 
toward defense. Because we have been suc- 
cessful in the cold war and because we have 
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lowered the threat of nuclear war—the deal 
I worked out with Yeltsin was to eliminate 
these SS—18’s which are the major interconti- 
nental ballistic missiles. It’s a good thing. 
That hasn’t been accomplished yet, but the 
deal is signed. Because we have made a lot 
of progress, we’ve been able to reduce de- 
fense spending. To reduce it to where we 
are, I took the recommendation of Colin 
Powell and the Chiefs and Dick Cheney, who 
I think have earned the confidence of the 
American people. I do not want to cut into 
the muscle of our defense. 

Governor Clinton, to pay for a lot of other 
domestic spending, is now wanting to cut $50 
billion, or $70 billion—I can’t remember. He 
and Perot both want to cut significantly more 
than I do. My view is there are still wolves 
out there. The Soviet bear may be dead, but 
there are a lot of wolves in the woods. You've 
got antiterrorism; you've got all kinds of peo- 
ple trying to acquire nuclear weapons. And 
who knows where the next challenge will 
come to the security of the United States? 
And so I don’t want to cut into the muscle 
of defense. But for those that are being 
dropped out of the military, we must go for 
the retraining. The Montgomery bill on edu- 
cation is a very important part of all of this, 
but retraining is the answer. And the bill I’ve 
just signed adequately provides funding to 
really help on that. 


Health Care 


Q. Mr. President, I'd like to know what 
could be done about our health insurance? 
You know, I’m older than my wife, and now 
I’m having an awful time buying insurance 
for her because we’re about to lose our insur- 
ance with the business since I retired. 

The President. The gentleman asked 
about perhaps the most pressing social ques- 
tion that we're all facing today, and that is 
the question of health care. The health care 
plan that I proposed and when reelected will 
push as an early objective provides the fol- 
lowing: Insurance for all. The poorest of the 
poor will get vouchers to get the insurance. 
The next range up the income ladder will 
get assistance, tax credits to provide, to be 
sure they can acquire coverage. 

We will pool the insurance. The small op- 
erators find it very difficult to get insurance 
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as cheap as some of the large operators. And 
so we've got a whole new system of pooling 
where you can pool insurance, people, small 
operators getting in together to make a large 
pool, thus reducing costs. 

And there’s another way we've got to get 
the costs down. Frankly, we've got too many 
of these suits where doctors are afraid to 
practice medicine, even deliver babies, be- 
cause of lawsuits. And so to protect them- 
selves and the hospitals protecting them- 
selves against these reckless lawsuits, they in- 
crease the number of tests that are needed 
or require people to stay longer in the hos- 
pital than they might ought to, because 
they’re afraid of getting sued if they get out 
early or something. So we've got to go after 
these malpractice suits and stop this crazy 
lawsuit business because, good heavens, peo- 
ple are afraid to coach Little League. They’re 
afraid to stop along a highway and pick up 
somebody that’s hurt, for fear that person will 
get a lawyer and come and sue them. We’re 
suing each other too much and caring for 
each other too little. So we've got to put some 
caps on these reckless lawsuits. And that’s 
number one priority. Governor Clinton will 
not do it, because the trial lawyers own him 
lock, stock, and barrel as far as these cam- 
paign contributions go. 


Education 


Q. Mr. President, we want to thank you 
for your support of educational choice. And 
we just want to encourage you on that issue, 
that you will continue to give parents the op- 
portunity to choose alternative forms of edu- 
cation. 

The President. | wil! continue that choice. 
It is right. We've got a pilot program called 
“GI bill” for kids. You know, people say, well, 
you ve got to be careful that you don’t under- 
mine the public schools or that you merge 
this justifiable and proper separation of 
church and state. But the answer is, in the 
GI bill after the war, the same charge was 
made in some quarters. The GI bill went to 
the soldiers that got out, and then they could 
choose private, public, or religious colleges. 
And it did not diminish public education. In- 
deed, some felt that that was enhanced, that 
it enhanced public education. So my plan is 
for school choice, public, private, or religious, 


Oct. 25 / Administration of George Bush, 1992 


and try it. It’s working in Milwaukee, Wis- 
consin, and I believe it will work nationwide. 

t’s going to be very expensive, but we’ve got 
to start with a pilot program. And we're going 
to stay right on it. 

Q. Mr. Presideni, I’m a public school 
teacher. I have had to live under communism 
and under Nazi, and I’m proud to be an 
American. Every time we play the national 
anthem I have tears. But my question is to 
you, Mr. President. I’m sick and tired of 
being bashed. Every morning you and I are 
being bashed by a Democratic organization 
that I am forced to belong to. And I would 
like you to give me a one-liner that tomorrow 
morning I can go ae and give to them. 

The President. What is the organization? 

Q. The teachers organization, NEABA and 
NEA. 

The President. Well, the NEA, that’s not 
my favorite so I have to watch—I have to 
clean it up for you because, I'll tell you, they 
oppose us at every turn. And part of our edu- 
cation program is to go around them and get 
the support for the teachers in the commu- 
nities. We've tried this bureaucratic layering 
that they have insisied on, and it doesn’t 
work. And too much of the money goes to 
overhead, and too little right in there to the 
classroom. So you can put me down as not 
their strongest supporter. They attack us all 
the time, no matter what ! propose. It’s time 
to stand up aud fight against the power-hun- 
gry union like that that have more at interest 
in themselves in organization and less in the 
teacher in the classroom. | can’t think of one 
line, though, to get them down. 

Patrick Goggins. Mr. President, they tell 
me it’s time for you to move on. 

The President. The big sky. 

Mr. Goggins. We will take, I think, one 
more question, and then we’re going to have 
to move. And you get to do the picking be- 
cause I’m not going to make 

The President. You guys are in charge. 
Go ahead. 


Health Care 


Q. I have another health care question, 
Mr. President. 
The President. Hold it. Hold it. Hold it. 


He says, he says, “Give ‘em hell.” You re- 
member what Truman said? He said you just 
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tell the truth, and they think it’s hell. [Laugh- 
ter] Anyway, go ahead. 

Q. Some smaller communities in Montana 
have been forced to close their hospitals. I 
was wondering what some of your solutions 
to providing health care for rural Americans 
would be. 

The President. Well. ' :hink I touched 
on that in our whole health care plan. It does 
cover that, but the main thing is to provide 
the insurance. I can’t give you a firm answer 
on what we can do in rural areas with the 
limited funds we've got. We can assist rural 
areas. We can assist communities. But we 
cannot start a new program of building red- 
eral hospitals. We simply have to say we don’t 
have the funds to do that when we're operat- 
ing at this enormous deficit. 

Our health care plan, I think, would help. 
And it would certainly help the individual get 
access. But it does not answer the problem 
of the need for more, like veterans hospitals, 
higher spending on veterans hospitals now 
under me. I don’t want to mislead you to 
think that we can go ahead and spend a lot 
more money to build hospitals in the rural 
areas. We just don’t have the funds to do 
that. 

Let me end on a more positive note. Who’s 
got one? Yes, ma’am. 

Q. [Inaudible] 

Mr. Goggins. I'l! interpret for you. 

The President. Go ahead. 

haven’t made up their mind yet, 
but I don’t want to see Clinton and Gore 
riding on your Bush tail, your shirt tails— 
[laughter|—and taking any credit for every- 
thing you have been working for. And what 
the hell am I going—and you know, taking 
any of the credit, because these changes are 
slow to come. If they haven’t made up their 
mind, one of your best campaigners is Rush 
Limbaugh. And you can listen to him. 

The President. Yes. Are you finished? 
Well, let me, that gives me a 

Q. If you haven’t made up your mind, you 
will make up your mind by the election. If 
you listen to him, tell them on 91-AM from 
10 a.m. to 11 a.m. 


Term Limits 


The President. She asked a question at 
the end. And the question is, what do I think 
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of term limits. I support term limits. That’s 
the way to put power back to the people. 


Well, we do have to run. But let me end 
this way, that this has been a very exhilarating 
experience for me. I just want to tell you, 
Barbara and I are very lucky. We’re lucky 
with our family. It has not been a particularly 
pleasant year for people in politics or serving, 
trying to serve their country—understate- 
ment of the year. But we are very blessed. 
And it isn’t that I just want to be President 
for being President. I’m President now, and 
we've had a lot of wonderful things happen. 
We've got a lot of problems that have not 
been solved. 


But I want to be President because I like 
to finish the job. The job means lifting up 
every kid here to understand that you've got 
a bright future ahead. I would hate to do 
what the Clinton crowd is doing, running 
around—the only way they can win is to tell 
everybody everything that’s wrong with this 
country and that we’re a country in decline. 
We are not. So my message is more hopeful 
and more optimistic. 


And yes, we've been through hell. And a 
lot of families don’t know whether the job 
they got today, if they're going to have it to- 
morrow. But if we do the things that are out- 
lined in our agenda for America’s renewal, 
and if we continue the worldwide leadership, 
I am absolutely convinced that in the next 
4 years the life is going to be an awful lot 
brighter for every young person in this coun- 
try. And that’s why I want to be reelected 
for 4 years. I ask for your support. I’ve tried 
to uphold your trust. And I would like to 
serve and finish the job. And don’t let them 
tell you America’s in decline. 

God bless this great and free and wonder- 
ful country. And thank you all. 


Note: The President spoke at 3:55 p.m. at 
Pioneer Park. Patrick K. Goggins, publisher 
of Western Livestock Reporter, Inc., publica- 
tions, served as moderator for the session. In 
his remarks, the President referred to Chuck 
Heringer, chairman, Montana Bush-Quayle 
92. 
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Statement on Signing the Child 
Support Recovery Act of 1992 


October 25, 1992 


Today I am signing into law S. 1002, the 
“Child Support Recovery Act of 1992.” I am 
particularly pleased that it includes two of 
my proposals to improve interstate child sup- 
port enforcement. 

When parents separate, children may suf- 
fer. Their suffering is, unfortunately, often 
made much worse through the deliberate 
failure of a parent to comply with legally im- 
posed child support obligations. According to 
evidence presented to the House Committee 
on the Judiciary, over $5 billion in child sup- 
port goes unpaid in the United States each 
and every year. This outrage—which fre- 
quently forces innocent and blameless fami- 
lies onto State welfare rolls—is something 
that we can, and indeed must, address. 

S. 1002 attacks this serious problem in sev- 
eral ways. First, it creates a new Federal 
criminal offense for failure to make child 
support payments for more than 1 year or 
amounting to more than $5,000 with respect 
to a child who resides in another State. This 
new Federal offense, which I proposed in 
both my Project KIDS initiative and my Vio- 
lent Crime Control Act of 1992, carries a po- 
tential prison term of up to 2 years for repeat 
offenders. 

Second, the bill includes the proposal in 
my Violent Crime Control Act of 1992 to give 
Federal judges discretion to require full pay- 
ment of child support obligations as a condi- 
tion of probation. 

Finally, the bill authorizes the Department 
of Justice to make grants to States to develop, 
implement, and enforce criminal child sup- 
port legislation and to coordinate interstate 
enforcement activities. Up to $10 million 
could be devoted to these grants for each 
of fiscal years 1994, 1995, and 1996. 

The welfare of our families and our chil- 
dren is a deep and abiding concern of all 
Americans. This legislation is a positive and 
significant step in holding irresponsible, 
deadbeat parents accountable to those who 
depend on them financially. I congratulate 
the sponsors and supporters of this important 
legislation, especially Congressman Henry 
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Hyde, on their leadership in bringing it to 
a successful conclusion. 


George Bush 
The White House. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 25. 


Statement on Signing the Anti Car 
Theft Act of 1992 


October 25, 1992 


Today I am pleased to sign into law H.R. 
4542, the “Anti Car Theft Act of 1992.” This 
legislation is absolutely critical if we are to 
strike back against auto thieves and 
carjackers. These criminals who show no re- 
spect for the lives or property of law-abiding 
Americans, must be punished in the strong- 
est possible manner. 


This bill makes armed carjacking a Federal 
offense. The recent wave of these carjackings 
has made the need for action clear. 


The bill also seeks to sap the profit motive 
for auto theft. Last year in the United States, 
auto thieves stole cars valued at $8 billion. 
H.R. 4542 creates a second Federal crime: 
operating or maintaining a “chop shop” to 
alter stolen cars for resale or reduce them 
to parts that can be resold. 


It is my sincere hope that this legislation 
will reduce the level of auto thefts and 
carjackings. Thugs and criminals will now 
have to think twice about stealing a car. If 
not, they will pay a high price for their ac- 
tions. 


George Bush 
The White House, 
October 25, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 25. 
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Notice on Continuation of Iran 
Emergency 


October 25, 1992 


On November 14, 1979, by Executive 
Order No. 12170, the President declared a 
national emergency to deal with the threat 
to the national security, foreign policy, and 
economy of the United States constituted by 
the situation in Iran. Notices of the continu- 
ation of this national emergency have been 
transmitted annually by the President to the 
Congress and the Federal Register, most re- 
cently on November 12, 1991. Because our 
relations with Iran have not yet returned to 
normal, and the process of implementing the 
January 19, 1981, agreements with Iran is still 
underway, the national emergency declared 
on November 14, 1979, must continue in ef- 
fect beyond November 14, 1992. Therefore, 
in accordance with section 202(d) of the Na- 
tional Emergencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)), 
I am continuing the national emergency with 
respect to Iran. This notice shall be pub- 
lished in the Federal Register and transmit- 
ted to the Congress. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 25, 1992. 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 
4:35 p.m., October 26, 1992] 

Note: This notice was released by the Office 
of the Press Secretary on October 26, and 
it was published in the Federal Register on 
October 28. 


Letter to Congressional Leaders on 
Continuation of Iran Emergency 


October 25, 1992 


Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:) 
Section 202(d) of the National Emer- 
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides for 
the automatic termination of a national emer- 
gency unless, prior to the anniversary date 
of its declaration, the President publishes in 
the Federal Register and transmits to the 
Congress a notice stating that the emergency 
is to continue in effect beyond the anniver- 
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sary date. In accordance with this provision, 
I have sent the enclosed notice, stating that 
the Iran emergency is to continue in effect 
beyond November 14, 1992, to the Federal 
Register for publication. Similar notices have 
been sent annually to the Congress and the 
Federal Register since November 12, 1980, 
most recently on November 12, 1991. 

The crisis between the United States and 
Iran that began in 1979 has not been fully 
resolved. The international tribunal estab- 
lished to adjudicate claims of the United 
States and U.S. nationals against Iran and of 
the Iranian Government and Iranian nation- 
als against the United States continues to 
function, and normalization of commercial 
and diplomatic relations between the United 
States and Iran has not been achieved. In 
these circumstances, I have determined that 
it is necessary to maintain in force the broad 
authorities that may be needed in the process 
of implementing the January 1981] agree- 
ments with Iran and in the eventual normal- 
ization of relations with that country. 

Sincerely, 


George Bush 


Note: Identical letters were sent to Thomas 
S. Foley, Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, and Dan Quayle, President of the Sen- 
ate. This letter was released by the Office of 
the Press Secretary on October 26. 


Remarks to the Ace Hardware 
Convention in Denver, Colorado 


October 26, 1992 


What a great welcome. Thank you very, 
very much. Thank you all. That was just first- 
class. Please be seated. Roger, thank you. My 
heavens. What a wonderful—I'm kind of glad 
I’m running against Clinton instead of this 
guy, I'll tell you. [Laughter] No, but when 
he was citing those values and what you all 
stand for about hard work, it really resonates. 
I’m very grateful to Roger Peterson. I want 
to thank your chairman, who just met me, 
greeted us out there in the hall, Richard 
Laskowski; say to your executive vice presi- 
dent, David Hodnick—thank him for, I’m 
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sure, a lot of the arrangements in all of this. 
And I am just really pleased to be here. 

I was accompanied here today by one of 
Colorado’s Congressmen, Congressman Dan 
Schaefer, doing a great job for our country 
in the Congress, and also with Terry 
Considine, a great friend, who I’m convinced 
is going to be the next Senator from here. 
So we brought a little political clout to this 
nonpolitical meeting. Somewhere over here 
also is one of the unique characters in the 
whole United States Senate, a legend not 
only in this time but I expect will live forever 
as a great down-to-earth American. I’m talk- 
ing about Wyoming’s Al Simpson, who is 
here, one of the great, great U.S. Senators. 

So I’m delighted to be here. And, you 
know, hardware stores are viewed—I lis- 
tened carefully to Roger, but I knew it— 
hardware stores are viewed as the typical 
small business, literally the foundation of our 
economy. When you talk hardware—okay, 
I've heard it, “Ace is the place.” So put it 
down this way: I’m the guy that honored and 
I’m the one that’s very, very pleased to share 
a few minutes here with you and to salute 
those men and women who really are the 
backbone of small business in this country. 

I would say that my friends over there in 
the national media—we’ve got a little bit of 
a thing going here, because I like holding 
up a bumper sticker. It says “Annoy the 
Media. Reelect Bush.” I say it with total good 
humor but great conviction, I might add. 
[Laughter] So I’m sure some of them want 
to know why I stopped by this convention. 
And the truth is, I need a few tools. You 
see—[laughter|—I’ve got some work to do 
around my house, and I don’t plan moving 
out for another 4 years. 

Oh, heavens. But now let me just try to 
put things in perspective. One week from to- 
morrow, it’s hard to believe that one week 
from tomorrow American voters are going to 
choose a President, not just the President of 
the United States but really the leader of the 
entire world, given the demise of inter- 
national communism. In many ways we're 
going to be choosing a future. 

I believe that this election comes down to 
three fundamental questions. Who has the 
vision for America’s future? Who has the 
road map to get us to that future? And then, 
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fundamentally, who can you trust when we 
hit those unexpected bumps, those crises that 
lie ahead, inevitably? 

Let’s begin by talking the question of phi- 
losophy. Whose vision makes more sense to 
your My opponents say that this election is 
about change, and I agree. But being in favor 
of change is like being in favor of breathing. 
The real question is not who is for change, 
but whose change will make life better for 
all Americans. 

A philosopher once observed that “those 
who cannot remember the past are con- 
demned to repeat it.” And so let’s see where 
we've been over the past 4 years. We won 
a 50-year cold war because we stood up for 
ideals, communism versus freedom. Free- 
dom finished first. You know, the cold war 
was defined for half a century in ways large 
and small. It claimed literally millions of lives 
and crushed the spirit of millions of others. 
And here in America, the cold war defined 
us, financially, economically, even psycho- 
logically. 

My kids, and many of you out here, grew 
up crawling under desks in these “duck and 
cover” drills. In the sixties during the Cuban 
missile crisis, we stood on the brink of Arma- 
geddon. In the eighties, families huddled to- 
gether in fear to watch a TV movie called 
“The Day After.” And always, the shadow 
of the cold war lingered right outside our 
windows. 

You talk change, well, all that has changed 
with our leadership. And because of that 
change, our children go to sleep tonight with- 
out that same fear of nuclear war. We should 
be proud that we gave this gift to them. But 
if we were the cold war victors, we have yet 
to receive the spoils. There’s little celebration 
in America today; instead a nagging anxiety, 
a feeling that it’s time to turn our attention 
to challenges at home, to creating new indus- 
tries and better schools and affordable health 
care. And whose philosophy should we follow 
to get there? 

Well, we've seen in recent years the power 
of a tank or a gun, but the power of a simple 
idea is what we've really seen, an idea called 
freedom. In Asia, in Eastern Europe, South 
America, Mexico, people are coming to un- 
derstand that government is neither superior 
nor savior. It is and must be their servant. 
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In the midst of a worldwide economic 
slowdown, our free-market economy remains 
afloat, while many nations are drowning. We 
are growing faster than Japan, faster than 
Germany, faster than Canada. But here’s the 
irony. At the very moment when the rest of 
the world is moving our way, my opponent, 
Governor Clinton, wants us to move their 
way. 

Governor Clinton says he is, quote, “dif- 
ferent” than the old tax-and-spend liberals. 
But if you look at the details of what he of- 
fers, you see $150 billion in new taxes, more 
than Mondale and Dukakis combined. You 
see at least $220 billion already in new spend- 
ing, just to begin to pay for all the promises. 

With each program Go 
forth, you see a philosophy where bureau- 
crats in Washington or some entrenched 
Members of Congress out the exact 
same programs to try and solve problems fac- 
ing people in Denver, and Dallas, or Dover, 
or Delaware. I believe Americans understand 
that these old liberal soluti 
for our new postwar era 


ror Clinton puts 


Carve 


ire not right 


It does not make sense that hardware store 
owners will somehow get richer by giving 
more of your money to the IRS. It doesn’t 
make sense that we will get this terrible defi- 
cit down by giving more money to the Gov- 
ernment to spend At a time when every or- 
ganization is decentralizing power, why turn 
back to central bureaucracy in Washington? 

And yet, saying that is not enough, be- 
cause, of course, we have real problems. Our 
children won't be able to compete unless our 
schools are literally reinvented. The cost of 
health care is skyrocketing. We have to get 
it down. So Government can’t just keep the 
tanks running. Government must help peo- 
ple. 

During this campaign, many have sought 
to portray the choice between a, quote, “ac- 
tivist” Government and a trickle-down ap- 
proach to Government. But that is wrong. 
The real choice is not between activism and 
passivity. The real choice is between a liberal, 
activist Government that seeks to impose so- 
lutions on individuals, families, and the pri- 
vate sector; and a conservative, activist Gov- 
ernment that gives individuals, businesses, 
and families the means to make their own 
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choices through competition and economic 
opportunity. 

We know one size does not fit all. We 
know the American people are individuals, 
each with their own needs and skills and, yes, 
dreams. So our activist approach gives more 
power to individuals, bimilies, and busi- 
nesses, so you can choose what is best. 

Let me give you just a couple of specific 
examples here. Start with olmeatall Gov- 
ernor Clinton worked with me, and I give 
him great credit for this, when we set six na- 
tional education goals, the very first time in 
history that the Governors came together 
with the President to set these national edu- 
cation goals. And as I say, Governor Clinton 
deserves credit for that. But if elected Presi- 
dent, Governor Clinton wants to pour more 
money into the same failed education system, 
a system where funds are controlled tightly 
by central bureaucracies, where powerful 
teachers’ unions block real reform, and 
where we spend as much per pupil as any 
nation but Switzerland but don’t get an ade- 
quate return on our investment. 

If the system is broken, tinkering around 
the margins won't do the job. So I want to 
use competition to improve our schools. I 
want to provide scholarships for elementary 
and high school students so that every parent, 
rich and poor alike, can choose the best 
schools for their kids, public, private, or reli- 
gious. Give the parents a choice, and com- 
petition will make all these schools better. 

This same principle, you live by this prin- 
ciple in your work. You see the same thin 
in health care. Governor Clinton has offered 
three plans in this campaign. One said to all 
of you, either offer care—small businesses, 
remember—either offer care on your own or 
pay a new payroll tax, at least 7 percent. 
Many experts said it was a back-door way 
to get Government directly involved in run- 
ning health care. 

Now he offers a slightly different plan, but 
he still wants to control the price of health 
care by setting up a gigantic board in Wash- 
ington, not unlike what the Government 
tried to do with gasoline in the 1970's. I say 
we don’t need to sock you with a new tax, 
and we don’t want to tell you what doctor 
to see, and we don’t need to inflict you with 
ny more mandates from Washington, DC. 
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How about tax incentives for small busi- 
nesses, so that you can afford to buy health 
care on your own, or let small businesses pool 
coverage, to get the advantage, so you can 
get the same price breaks as the AT&T’s and 
IBM’s. Government can’t control prices by 
fiat, but competition can bring prices down. 


For people who are too “aah to pay taxes, 
we will give vouchers. The poorest of the 
poor will receive vouchers so that they can 
choose the care that best suits them. 

Freedom, power, choice for people: You 
see the philosophical difference in every 
area. I trust you to choose the best child care 
for your kids. My opponent says trust the 
Government. I trust you, with the right in- 
centives, to figure out how to give your em- 
ployees parental leave. My opponent says 
Government should tell you how to do that. 
I favor parental leave. I do not favor more 
mandates on small business. I trust entre- 
preneurs to place their bets on the growth 
industries of the future. You've got a big dif- 
ference here. My opponent thinks Govern- 
ment can do as good a job, if not better. 

Governor Clinton talks about Govern- 
meni, and here’s the word he uses, “invest- 
ing” your money. I talk about cutting capital 
gains taxes, investment tax allowances to 
small business, because you know what to do 
with your money better than any bureaucrat; 
a big difference between Government invest- 
ment and investment in the private sector. 

Governor Clinton says we need profes- 
sional politicians in Washington, who won't 
get anything done. I trust Americans’ judg- 
ment so much that I want to limit the terms 
of Members of Congress and give the Gov- 
ernment back to the people. The Republic’s 
been able to survive with the Presidents hav- 
ing limited terms. I'd like to try it out on 
some of these old geezers in Congress, 
wouldn’t hurt them a damn bit. 

No, you see, here’s my point, there’s a con- 
servative agenda for helping people. It’s an 
activist agenda that empowers people, not 
the bureaucracies. It gives people power to 
make their own choices, control their own 
lives, create their own destinies. 

I believe that even in these challenging 
times these ideas make more sense to the 
American people than the siren song of high- 
er taxes, more spending, bigger Government 
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in Washington. Now, it all sounds great, but 
how do you translate words into action? After 
all, people are sick and tired of gridlock, and 
they want to turn Washington into a “bicker- 
free” zone. 

Well, many of the ideas that I’ve talked 
about are already underway. In child care, 
for example, we succeeded in passing legisla- 
tion that literally allows parents to choose 
their kids’ care, whether it’s a government 
agency or a church down the street. 

But with a new Congress—and it’s going 
to be new not just in the sense of reforming; 
a new Congress is going to have 150 new 
Members maybe; certainly over 100—we 
have a historic opportunity, to push this agen- 
da even further, literally to renew America. 

In September, I laid out what we call an 
Agenda for American Renewal. It’s a com- 
prehensive, integrated approach to fixing our 
schools, reforming health care, right-sizing 
Government, and creating here in America 
the world’s first $10 trillion economy. My 
agenda includes 13 first-year priorities, but 
three really dwarf all others. 

First, America needs jobs. Not 2 years 
from now, not next fall, we need them today. 
I understand what it takes to create jobs. I 
built a business myself, small business, met 
a payroll. I have a big difference here be- 
cause Governor Clinton wants you to send 
more of your money to Washington, remem- 
ber, to invest, and say the Government will 
invest it for you. I say, let’s cut out the middle 
man. We don’t need that. We'll put together 
a package to give you incentives to grow, to 
further cut—and I’ve got to do well on this 
one in the next 4 years; we’ve made some 
ee further cut redtape and regu- 
ation and make more credit available. 

Right now, we have $150 billion—one of 
the things we did get passed in the last Con- 
gress, Senator Simpson and Congressman 
Schaefer taking lead roles in this—$150 bil- 
lion in money for highways. We'll make sure 
that that money gets to the States just as soon 
as possibie and get those steamrollers moving 
quickly, so that your customers will have 
more money in their pockets. 

While we're strengthening our business, 
we must, and I will, open new markets for 
our products by winning congressional ap- 
proval of our free trade treaty with Canada 
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and Mexico. This is the bottom line: More 
trade creates more American high-paying 
jobs, jobs for all Americans. It is exports that 
have saved us in this global slowdown, global 
recession, and it is exports that are going to 
lead the way out of this with jobs for Amer- 
ican manufacturers and American services. 

Our immediate third priority is health 
care. I already mentioned some of the ideas, 
but the need for action is urgent. We simply 
cannot control the deficit, we can’t make our 
companies even more competitive until we 
make health care more affordable and more 
accessible for you and for all that work with 
you. 

As we are working on these priorities, 
we're going to be working on others. We'll 
take new steps to reform our education and 
legal system. Our children will not be able 
to compete unless we reinvent, literally 
reinvent our schools, K through 12. 

Our society will be drained of precious re- 
sources unless we start suing each other less 
and caring for each other more. It is a crying 
shame that these crazy lawsuits have gotten 
out of control. I have tried for 3 years to 
get the Congress to move on tort reform and 
on limiting some of these outrageous claims. 
Because when a doctor can’t deliver a baby 
for fear of being sued or has to run the price 
of your health care up to protect against a 
suit, or when a Little League coach won't 
dare coach, or when a guy driving along the 
highway sees an accident on the side and 
says, well, I better not stop because some- 
body might sue me if I move this poor guy 
off the road, we've got to do something: 
Stand up to these trial lawyers, and get these 
lawsuits under control. 

My plan includes reducing the deficit, not 
by raising taxes but by getting control of 
spending. We need a_ balanced budget 
amendment. We need a line-item veto. And 
we need to cap the growth of these manda- 
tory programs, except Social Security. We 
need a check-off on your tax return, so you, 
the taxpayer, can earmark up to 10 percent 
of your taxes to be used for nothing but to 
get the debt off our children’s shoulders. 

Some of you are from urban America, and 
to you I say we must restore hope to our 
inner cities. So I will work with the new Con- 
gress to get tougher crime laws, to fight the 
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drug problem, to reform the welfare system, 
and to attract and keep business, all using 
this principle of putting faith and power not 
in bureaucracies od in real people. 

We will further expand free trade, using 
our stature as world’s number one super- 
power, to reach new trade agreements with 
countries in Europe and Asia. 

Perhaps most important, we'll reform and 
right-size the Government, subject it to the 
same discipline as every other large organiza- 
tion in America. We'll cut the White House 
staff by a third, and look to Congress to 
match our action. Until we get all these 
things under control, at the outset we will 
take 5 percent off the salary of the best-paid 
Federal employees. Unfortunately, that in- 
cludes the President, too, but I'll do my 
share. We will abolish these political action 
committees; get rid of them. We will limit 
the terms of Members of Congress, and we 
will try in every way to give the Government 
back to the people 

I know some of you come from commu- 
nities that have been heavily impacted by de- 
fense cuts. One of the great things about our 
performance in the cold war, yours and ours, 
has been that we’ve been able to cut back 
on some defense. But a critical part of this 
reorganization will be to help our defense 
industry adjust now to a peacetime economy. 
Immediately following the election, I will as- 
semble a defense conversion council. It will 
include every necessary Cabinet agency and 
work closely with key Members of the United 
States Congress. 

We're already directing more weapons re- 
search in our great labs, our great national 
labs, to civilian use and retraining military 
personnel. To support this plan, this effort, 
I plan to create in my next budget submission 
a fund for future generations. That fund 
would provide seed monies to help defense 
sector and civilian firms form joint partner- 
ships to use the knowledge we've gained 
from building weapons to building a stronger 
economy. 

That is my immediate agenda, and it builds 
on the foundation that we have laid for the 
last 4 years. It’s what I’ve been talking about 
on the campaign trail and what I will fight 
for in my second term. 
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But I believe each candidate owes you 
more than his agenda, but what specifically 
will he do to get it done. As the support for 
Ross Perot has made clear, there is a strong 
desire for a new coalition in America, to over- 
come gridlock, to get the job done. With 150 
new Members of Congress from both parties, 
we will move quickly to respond to the de- 
mands of the people. I plan to use the time 
from November 4th through convening of 
the new Congress to meet with all the new 
Members of Congress, regardless of party, 
and to shape a legislative package in a way 
that will guarantee swift passage. 

You know, the best time to move is when 
you're reelected. No more elections ahead. 
No worry about the future politics. Just get 
the people’s business done and do it fast. 

A committee has been called a cul-de-sac, 
down which ideas are lured and strangled to 
death. And if this is true, then the modern 
Congress has become a giant subdivision. 
Good ideas go in, and they never come out 
again. [Laughter] So we will seek agreement 
with the congressional leaders to form a 
steering group that can help ride herd over 
Congress, to make sure our legislative pack- 
age does not get bogged down. We'll set 
deadlines for decisions, and we'll meet them. 
We can mobilize for war. We can mobilize 
for hurricanes. Let’s mobilize for our econ- 
omy, and get this country moving again. 

If we need to, we'll go beyond Washing- 
ton. Already, our American 2000 education 
reform effort involves parents, teachers, and 
business leaders in over 1,700 communities. 
This will be a model for other efforts. Ameri- 
ca’s desire for positive change requires build- 
ing new coalitions, taking advantage of grass- 
roots power, and we will. 

Now, that’s the action plan. But what 
about Governor Clinton? Well, in June, he 
promised to present his 100-day plan even 
before the election. It’s 8 days away; we have 
not had a sighting yet. [Laughter] No plan 
has been sighted. And here’s why: His plan 
simply does not add up. He’s promised too 
much. And his new congressional friends 
want to raise the ante even higher. The result 
will be much higher spending and taxes and 
a much bigger deficit or continued gridlock 
in Washington. 
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My agenda can break the gridlock without 
seein the bank. It is ambitious, but it is 
doable. With it we can start to make progress 
on our fundamental challenges and match 
the peace of mind in the world, with the 
peace of mind right here at home. 

Finally, a word about character. In the 
final analysis, it is my view that this election 
is going to be decided on character and trust. 
Horace Greeley—I mentioned this in the de- 
bate out in Michigan—Horace Greeley once 
said that character is the only thing that en- 
dures. I think that’s especially true in the 
Presidency. Character matters, not just be- 
cause of the plans you make but the crises 
that you never foresee. A friend of mine says 
character is real simple. He says it’s acting 
alone the way you would act with a million 
people watching. As President, you’re never 
more alone than at times of crisis. While no- 
body may be watching in the Oval Office, 
millions, literally millions, will feel the impact 
of your judgment. 

It is easy in the aftermath of Desert Storm 
to portray the decision to go to war as an 
easy one, but it was not. It was not uniformly 
popular. The Democratic Congress had 
spent much of the fall parading experts up 
there, if you'll remember, to Capitol Hill, 
who said we'd get into, quote, “another Viet- 
nam.” The thing that hurt the most or that 
made me think the most was the horrible 
tales of the numbers of body bags that we 
would be responsible for if we made a com- 
mitment to send somebody else’s son, some- 
body else’s daughter to war. The critics said 
a war would kill any hope for peace in the 
Middle East. And the vote in the Congress, 
a cliffhanger, not overwhelming. Many said, 
“Let’s give sanctions more time.” But I made 
a decision to go to war because I knew it 
was right, not because I knew it was popular. 

I remember well the cold, rainy February 
day at Camp David when ground war to lib- 
erate Kuwait began, and how fervently I 
prayed that our plans would work and our 
young men and women would return home, 
victorious and alive. This is an awesome re- 
sponsibility to ask our young people to knock 
early on death’s door. It is a responsibility 
I have tried to fulfill with honor and duty 
and, above all, honesty, integrity to the 
American people. But that’s your call. 
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That’s the wonderful thing about this sys- 
tem. And yes, I confess it’s been an ugly year. 
But that’s the wonderful thing, because it is 
your call on November 3d. Then the polls 
and all these deadly talking heads we see on 
these Sunday television shows, each getting 
500 bucks to tell us what we think, it doesn’t 
matter anymore. They don’t matter anymore 
It’s up to the American people. 

When you enter that voting booth, ask 
yourself three common sense questions: Who 
has the right vision for America’s future? 
Who can get us from here to there? Which 
character has the character? And who would 
you trust with your family or with the United 
States of America in a crisis? 

Ideas, action, character: I have tried very 
hard to demonstrate all three. So I came out 
here to Ace to ask for your support on No- 
vember 3d. 

Thank you, and may 
country, the United States of America. Thank 
you very, very much. 


God bless our great 


Note: The President spoke at 10:55 a.m. at 
the Colorado Convention Center. In his re- 
marks, he referred to Roger Peterson, presi- 
dent and chief executive officer, Ace Hard- 
ware. 


Remarks to the Community in 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 


October 26, 1992 


The President. Thank you, New Mexico. 
And thank you especially to one of the truly 
great, decent, honorable, committed United 
States Senators, Pete Domenici. And, you 
know, you've got a great Republican delega- 
tion to the Congress in Steve Schiff, the local 
Congressman. Joe Skeen is with us here 
today. Former Governor, Garrey Carruthers, 
is over here. I want to thank our New Mexico 
State chairman, John Lattauzio; and our spe- 
cial guest, my dear friend Ricky Skaggs, just 
back from Russia, one of the great entertain- 
ers and a really decent guy. 

Let me say I am very, very pleased to be 
in Albuquerque. And let me tell you this: Ig- 
nore the pundits, annoy the media, and let 
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the people decide who’s going to win this 
election. We are going to win the election. 

Let me tell you why. There’s a clear choice 
before the American people, a vast dif- 
ference in experience, a vast difference in 
philosophy, and a vast difference in char- 
acter. And character counts when you're talk- 
ing about the President. 

Now, I hate to ruin a beautiful day in this 
lovely plaza with this magnificent unbeliev- 
able turnout. But let me tell you a little bit 
inasmuch as Clinton has been misrepresent- 
ing mine, let me tell you the facts ein his 
record in Arkansas. Sorry, I’ve got to do it. 

Here’s what it is. You like your environ- 
ment? Arkansas is 50th in the quality of envi- 
ronmental initiatives. They are 50th in the 
percentage of adults with a college degree. 
They are 50th in per capita spending on 
criminal justice. They are 49th in per capita 
spending on police protection. They are 48th, 
sorry, in percentage of adults with a high 
school diploma. They are 48th in spending 
on corrections. They are 46th—they’re mov- 
ing up—46th in teacher salaries. They are 
45th in the overall well-being of children. 
And listen to this one, New Mexico, Gov- 
ernor Clinton signed into law a prejudicial 
English-only statute for Arkansas. 

Audience members. Boo-o-o! 

The President. We do not need that kind 
of leadership in Washington, DC. He calls 
this change. All you hear out of him and Mr. 
Ozone, Al Gore—{laughter|—I’ve never 
seen a guy with such crazy ideas. They'd 
screech this country to a halt, I'll tell you. 

But Governor Clinton talks change, 
change, change. But let’s just take a look at 
what he wants. He’s already proposed $150 
billion in new taxes, $220 billion in new 
spending. You talk about trickle-down Gov- 
ernment, that’s it. His numbers do not add 
up, and he is going to sock it to the middle 
class, and we’re not going to let him do that. 

Remember what it was when the Demo- 
crats controlled the White House and have 
these silly liberals controlling Congress. Re- 
member how it was. The last time they con- 
trolled it, inflation was 15 percent, interest 
rates were 21 percent, the “misery index” 
was out through that ozone layer, and the 
country was in a disaster. And we're not 
going to let him go back to that. 
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Watch your wallets, men. You've heard it 
before: Sock it to the rich. He means sock 
it to the working man, the nurse, the teacher, 
the cab driver. And we’re not going to let 
him do that. You listen to this guy, and 
change, change is all you’re going to have 
left in your pocket if you hear from him. 

You know, Governor Clinton can only win 
if he tells everybody how bad everything is. 
Today, employment is at 93 percent; inflation 
is only 2% or 3 percent; home mortgages 
are about 8 percent. Ask yourself this ques- 
tion: Can Bill Clinton do better, or is he 
going to make it worse? He is going to make 
it worse. 

And maybe some New Mexico issues. On 
defense, we've got a good defense. I have 
cut defense where we’re able to. But I've ac- 
cepted the recommendations of the re- 
spected Colin Powell and Dick Cheney. 


We're not going to cut into the muscle of 


our defense. And Clinton wants $60 billion 
more, throwing a lot of New Mexicans out 
of work. We cannot let them cut the muscle 
of our defense. Clinton is no expert. He has 
no feeling for foreign affairs or defense. He 
was the guy that said the Patriot missile was 
the one that goes down chimneys. Governor, 
that is Santa Claus. [Laughter] That is not 
the Patriot missile. That shoots down other 
missiles. I mean, come on. This guy wants 
to be Commander in Chief, and he doesn’t 
know the difference between a Patriot and 
Santa Claus. [Laughter] 

The energy bill, I was proud, with the help 
of Pete Domenici and the Members of Con- 
gress with us here today, to sign an energy 
bill that’s going to get our domestic energy 
industry moving again. We have changed the 
alternative minimum tax. And that frees up 
the independents to go to drill for more oil. 
We are too dependent on foreign oil. Let’s 
get the domestic industry moving. 

And beware of environmental extremists, 
these crazy people that say that we cannot— 
you want to protect the owl but throw the 
timber worker out of business. You want to 
protect CAFE, car efficiency standards, 
throw the auto workers out of business. But 
around here, I favor multiple use of public 
lands. And I will stop these environmental 
extremists. 
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And here’s something that New Mexico 
understands and I’m not sure the Clinton- 
Gore ticket understand, the thing that has 
saved us in a global slowdown. And remem- 
ber, the United States is doing better than 
Japan; we are doing better than Germany and 
the rest of Europe; we are doing better than 
Canada. And all you hear from these guys, 
assisted by these talking heads on the news, 
is how bad everything is. But the way we're 
going to lead this world actually into recovery 
is by creating more jobs for Americans as we 
export more products. And I am proud that 
we negotiated the North American free trade 
agreement with Mexico. This is sound and 
solid. And it will create 175,000 jobs. 

Small business, look, small business cre- 
ates two-thirds of America’s jobs. Let’s get 
the regulatory burden off of small business. 
Let’s reduce the tax burden on small busi- 
ness. And let’s reform our legal system. 
We're suing each other too much. We're 
suing each other too much and, frankly, car- 
ing for each other too little. And what we’ve 
got to do is put a cap on some of these frivo- 
lous lawsuits. 

Governor Clinton is in the pocket of the 
trial lawyers. I am trying to reform this legal 
system so doctors can practice medicine 
without raising the cost, Little League people 
can coach without fear of some crazy lawsuit. 
And if you drive by and you see somebody 
hurt on the highway, you don’t want to have 
to worry whether some lawyer’s going to 
come and say you shouldn’t have tried to help 
that person; you did the wrong thing. 

I have the best plan for health care reform. 
It is to keep the Government out of the busi- 
ness and provide insurance for all, the poor- 
est of the poor through vouchers, the over- 
taxed rest of the people through tax assist- 
ance. Get these malpractice suits under con- 
trol, pool the insurance so you bring the cost 
down, but do not let the Government get 
into the business of rationing health care. 

On education, my administration has in- 
creased spending for education tremen- 
dously. But let me tell you this: We need 
a new approach, and we've got one. Seven- 
teen hundred communities are literally 
reinventing their schools. One out of two col- 
lege students gets financial aid. But we've got 
to do better. And I want to give parents a 
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choice. Parents should choose private, pub- 
lic, or religious schools and get help as they 
do that. 

Those merchants of change, Mr. Clinton 
and Mr. Gore, aren’t even willing to try a 
new idea. They wouldn’t know one if it hit 
them in the face. 

I've got a big difference with those two 
guys on crime also. You know, the Arkansas 
prisoners spend 20 percent of their sen- 
tences—they serve only 20 percent; the Fed- 
eral criminals, 85 percent. And my view is 
we ought to have a little less respect for the 
criminal and a little more to the victims of 
crime. 

I support our law enforcement people, and 
they’re getting a bum rap. We ought to back 
them up more. You know, the other day in 
the White House I had a visit from eight peo- 
ple from the South. They came, and they 
were real down-to-earth, wonderful family 
people. They said, “We’re supporting you.” 
They were from the Frateraal Order of Po- 
lice from Little Rock, Arkansas, and they en- 
dorsed me for President of the United States. 

Governor Clinton says he wants to take 
more tax money to invest. Since when is the 
Government able to invest in anything? You 
can’t do it. I want to see private business in- 
vest by giving them tax relief and by getting 
this deficit down. 

Do you want to know how we should do 
that? I'll tell you: We need, right, we need 
a balanced budget amendment. The Demo- 
crats fight us, and we're going to get it done 
in the new Congress. We need a taxpayer 
check-off. The taxpayer should say, “Look, 
I’m going to allocate, if I want to, 10 percent 
of my income tax to go to reducing the Gov- 
ernment debt.” That should be enforced by 
the Congress, and it will if I am reelected. 

We need term limits. The President serves 
limited terms. Let’s limit it for these Con- 
gressmen. 

The last point on getting this deficit down, 
let’s try something new for the Federal Gov- 
ernment. Forty-three Governors have it. 
They can take a pen and wipe out the pork. 
Give me the line-item veto, and let’s get this 
budget down. 

No, we've got a world of difference be- 
tween the Clinton-Gore ticket and the Bush- 
Quayle ticket. And may I say I’m very proud 


2131 


of my running mate. I love the equity in the 
news media. They beat up on Dan Quayle 
for going into the service, and they apologize 
for Clinton for staying out of the service. 
Come on. Where’s fairplay out there? Where 
is fairplay? 

Now, I'll tell you what’s going to make the 
difference, though. The newspaper gener- 
ously referred to it. It really does have to 
do with character. My argument with Gov- 
ernor Clinton is, as President of the United 
States you cannot be all things to all people. 
You cannot say you're for one issue and then 
flip-flop the next day. When you make a mis- 
take you ought to look to the American peo- 
ple in the eye and say, “I made a mistake, 
and I’m sorry. And I’m going to go on and 
lead the American people to greater heights.” 
You cannot cover up. You cannot cover up. 
I have a big difference, as you know. 

But here’s a test of leadership. I had to 
make a tough call, a very difficult call for 
any President when you have to commit 
someone else’s son or daughter to go into 
harm’s way. I did it. I led, and we brought 
along the Congress. We formed an inter- 
national coalition, and we kicked Saddam 
Hussein out of Kuwait. We busted up the 
fourth biggest army. And we restored the 
United States as the one leader in the world. 

Now, where was Bill? Here’s what he said. 
Here’s what he said about the Persian Gulf: 
“I was for the minority”—meaning let sanc- 
tions work, let Saddam Hussein march into 
Saudi Arabia—“I was for the minority, but 
I guess”—this is an exact quote—“I guess 
I would have voted with the majority.” My 
friends, you cannot do that as the President 
of the United States. 

Audience members. Boo-o-o! 

The President. He comes from Arkansas, 
a right-to-work State, says he’s for it there; 
goes up to the labor leaders in Detroit and 
says he’s against it. He’s for term limits one 
place, against them in another. 

The biggest argument I have with him on 
the draft is this: I have said, and I feel it 
viscerally, I do not believe that it is proper 
when your brothers or when the guys out 
of the ghetto are drafted, to be over in a 
foreign country leading, organizing dem- 
onstrations against your country no matter 
how strongly you feel. 
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But I recognize that people differ on that 
question. But I recognize they differ on serv- 
ing in that war. But let me tell you some- 
thing, what I don’t think is right is to try to 
have it both ways on there. He said on April 
17th, “I’m going to reveal all my records on 
the draft”—was he inducted, wasn’t he; was 
he drafted, wasn’t he? He has not done that. 
You cannot equivocate and obfuscate. You've 
got to tell the truth if you want to be Presi- 
dent of the United States of America. There 
is a pattern of deception, and you cannot lead 
America by misleading. You darned sure 
can’t turn the White House into the waffle 
house. 

The phone rings over there sometimes in 
the Oval Office or sometimes upstairs where 
Barbara and I live in the White House, and 
you don’t have time to equivocate. You have 
to make up your mind and call them as you 
see them, as the umpires do, and do your 
level-best. Here is why, in conclusion, I be- 
lieve we are going to win. I believe, in the 
final analysis, when people go into that 
booth, I think they’re going to say the Presi- 
dent has the best agenda for renewing Amer- 
ica. I think they're going to say we have the 
best record because we are saying to these 
young people here, you don’t grow up with 
that same fear of nuclear war that your moth- 
er and dad had. 

We have led and dramatically changed the 
world, and I want to take that leadership now 
and help lift these kids up and give them 
a better life. But I'll tell you why I believe 
it. I believe I will win because I believe in 
the final analysis that my wonderful wife— 
and I think we've got a first-class First Lady 
in that White House, and I am very proud 
of her. 

We have tried—the reason I'll win this 
election is I have tried very hard to keep the 
public trust. You have placed in me a trust, 
and we have had a clean, a decent adminis- 
tration. We’ve made some mistakes, admitted 
them. We are leading. Don’t believe it when 
Governor Clinton and the Ozone Man tell 
you, don’t believe it when they say we're a 
nation in decline. They had the nerve to tell 
the American people that we're less than 
Germany and a little more than Sri Lanka. 
Forget it. We are number one in the entire 
world. We are the fairest, the most decent, 
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the most honorable country in the world. I 
ask for your support and your vote to lead 
this country for 4 more years. 

Thank you, and may God bless the United 
States. Thank you very much. Thank you 
very, very much. Thank you all. 


Note: The President spoke at 2:15 p.m. at 
the Civic Plaza. 


Statement by Press Secretary 
Fitzwater on Issuance of Regulations 
Reducing Sulfur Dioxide Emissions 
October 26, 1992 


The President today announced that the 
administration is issuing final regulations that 
will remove 10 million tons of sulfur dioxide 
from our air, cutting acid rain by about one- 
half. This major environmental achievement 
was made possible through the use of an in- 
novative, market-based emissions allowance 
trading program that was proposed and 
signed into law by the President as part of 
the Clean Air Act. This trading program will 
save over $1 billion per year compared to 
the traditional “command and control” regu- 
latory approach for achieving the same 
amount of reductions. 

Through the President’s leadership in 
passing the Clean Air Act, a decade-long con- 
gressional stalemate was broken, and one of 
the Nation’s most important environmental 
goals was accomplished, significant progress 
toward cleaner air. Today’s action further ex- 
emplifies the President’s commitment to im- 
plementing fully the Clean Air Act, which 
utilizes the power of the marketplace to im- 
prove our environment. 


Memorandum of Disapproval for 
Legislation Requiring an Historical 
and Cultural Resources Study in 
Lynn, Massachusetts 


October 26, 1992 


I am withholding my mo of H.R. 


2859, which would require the Secretary of 
the Interior to conduct a study to identify 
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historic sites in the vicinity of Lynn, Massa- 
chusetts, and provide alternatives on the ap- 
propriate Federal role in preserving and in- 
terpreting these sites. 

The National Park Service (NPS) studies 
many sites to determine if they are nationally 
significant and therefore suitable for inclu- 
sion in the National Park System. A site is 
nationally significant if it is an outstanding 
example of a unique natural, historic, or cul- 
tural resource with demonstrated importance 
to the entire Nation. 

In many instances, the Congress has used 
the findings of a congressionally mandated 
NPS study, regardless of the study's conclu- 
sion, to justify authorization of a new unit 
of the National Park System. To restore 
credibility and a national focus to its study 
process, the NPS re-established in 1991 a 
program to evaluate sites and prioritize can- 
didates for future study. The most promising 
candidates identified by the NPS experts 
would be proposed for formal study. 

For my fiscal year 1993 Budget request, 
NPS professionals rated and ranked 41 can- 
didates from criteria established by the De- 
partment of the Interior. The fiscal year 1993 
Budget proposed $1.2 million to study the 
seven highest-rated candidates from the list 
of 41 originally reviewed. The Congress ap- 
propriated $848,000 to conduct four of the 
studies proposed by the NPS. 

The NPS experts have not identified the 
Lynn, Massachusetts, study as a high priority. 
The effect of this legislation would be to 
place completion of this study before the 
completion of other studies that the experts 
agree are much more important to the Na- 
tion. 

H.R. 2859 would ignore professional anal- 
ysis and budget constraints. It would also un- 
dermine the critical objective of identifying 
and evaluating the Nation’s most promising 
natural, historic, and cultural assets for pro- 
tection as units of the National Park System. 
I am therefore withholding my approval of 


H.R. 2859. 
George Bush 


The White House 
October 26, 1992. 
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Note: This memorandum follows the text as 
released by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 27. 


Statement on Signing the 
International Dolphin Conservation 
Act of 1992 


October 26, 1992 


Today I am signing into law H.R. 5419, 
the “International Dolphin Conservation Act 
of 1992.” I strongly support this Act because 
it builds upon the efforts of my administra- 
tion to protect dolphins. 

I wish to make clear that the provisions 
in H.R. 5419 concerning the terms of inter- 
national agreements to protect dolphins are 
advisory, and will not be interpreted to inter- 
fere with the President’s constitutional re- 
sponsibility to conduct this Nation’s foreign 
affairs. In addition, nothing in this Act will 
be construed to preempt the President’s au- 
thority to enter into other international 
agreements concerning the protection of dol- 


phins. 

George Bush 
The White House, 
October 26, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 27. 


Statement on Signing the Native 
American Languages Act of 1992 
October 26, 1992 


Today I am signing into law S. 2044, the 
“Native American Languages Act of 1992,” 
a bill to establish a program to help preserve 
Native American languages. Traditional lan- 
guages are an important part of this Nation’s 
culture and history and can help provide Na- 
tive Americans with a sense oF identity and 
pride in their heritage. 

I am concerned, however, about provisions 
in this bill that provide benefits to “Native 
Hawaiians” as defined in a race-based fash- 
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ion. This race-based classification cannot be 
supported as an exercise of the constitutional 
authority granted to the Congress to benefit 
Native Americans as members of tribes. In 
addition, the terms “Native American Pacific 
Islanders” and “Indian organizations in 
urban or rural nonreservation areas” are not 
defined with sufficient clarity to determine 
whether they are based on racial classifica- 
tions. Therefore, I direct the affected Cabi- 
net Secretaries to consult with the Attorney 
General in order to resolve these issues in 
a constitutional manner. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 26, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 27. 


Statement on Signing Legislation 
Establishing the Brown v. Board of 
Education National Historic Site 


October 26, 1992 


Today I am signing into law S. 2890, a bill 
to establish the Brown v. Board of Education 
National Historic Site in Topeka, Kansas, re- 
designate the Fort Jefferson National Monu- 
ment as the Dry Tortugas National Park, and 
provide for studies of the New River in West 
Virginia and Boston Harbor Islands in Massa- 
chusetts. 

Although I have signed S. 2890, I will with- 
hold my approval of H.R. 5021, the “New 
River Wild and Scenic Study Act of 1992,” 
and H.R. 5061, a bill concerning the “Dry 
Tortugas National Park,” because S. 2890 
contains the identical provisions of both H.R. 
5021 and H.R. 5061. 


George Bush 
The White House, 
October 26, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 27. 
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Statement on Signing the President 
John F. Kennedy Assassination 
Records Collection Act of 1992 


October 26, 1992 


Today I am signing into law S. 3006, the 
“President John F. Kennedy Assassination 
Records Collection Act of 1992.” This legisla- 
tion provides for the review and, wherever 
possible, the release of records about the as- 
sassination of President Kennedy that have 
not yet been made public. I fully support the 
goals of this legislation. 

In the minds of many Americans, ques- 
tions about President Kennedy’s assassina- 
tion remain unresolved. Although the Gov- 
ernment already has released many thou- 
sands of documents, the existence of addi- 
tional, undisclosed documents has led to 
speculation that these materials might shed 
important new light on the assassination. Be- 
cause of legitimate historical interest in this 
tragic event, all documents about the assas- 
sination should now be disclosed, except 
where the strongest possible reasons counsel 
otherwise. 

While I am pleased that this legislation 
avoids the chief constitutional problems 
raised by earlier versions of the bill consid- 
ered by the Congress, it still raises several 
constitutional questions. First, S. 3006 sets 
forth the grounds on which the release of 
documents may be postponed, but this list 
does not contemplate nondisclosure of exec- 
utive branch deliberations or law enforce- 
ment information of the executive branch 
(including the entities listed in sections 3(2) 
(G) through (K)), and it provides only a nar- 
row basis for nondisclosure of national secu- 
rity information. My authority to protect 
these categories of information comes from 
the Constitution and cannot be limited by 
statute. Although only the most extraordinary 
circumstances would require postponement 
of the disclosure of documents for reasons 
other than those recognized in the bill, I can- 
not abdicate my constitutional responsibility 
to take such action when necessary. The 
same applies to the provision purporting to 
give certain congressional committees “ac- 
cess to any records held or created by the 
Review Board.” This provision will be inter- 
preted consistently with my authority under 
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the Constitution to protect confidential exec- 
utive branch materials and to supervise and 
guide executive branch officials. 

Second, S. 3006 requires the Board to re- 
port to the President and the Congress. If 
the bill were interpreted to require simulta- 
neous reports, S. 3006 would intrude upon 
the President’s authority to supervise subor- 
dinate officials in the executive branch. I will 
construe the provisions to require that the 
Board report to the President before it re- 
ports to the Congress. 

Third, the bill purports to set the qualifica- 
tions for Board members, to require the 
President to review lists supplied by specified 
organizations, and to direct the timing of 
nominations. These provisions conflict with 
the constitutional division of responsibility 
between the President and the Congress. 
The President has the sole power of nomina- 
tion; the Senate has the sole power of con- 
sent. 

I note also that S. 3006 provides that, upon 
request of the Board, courts may enforce 
subpoenas that the Attorney General has is- 
sued at the Board’s urging. I sign this bill 
on the understanding that this provision does 
not encroach upon the Attorney General’s 
usual, plenary authority to represent the 
agencies of the United States, including the 
Board, whenever they appear in court. 

S. 3006 will help put to rest the doubts 
and suspicions about the assassination of 
President Kennedy. I sign the bill in the hope 
that it will assist in healing the wounds in- 
flicted on our Nation almost 3 decades ago. 


George Bush 
The White House, 
October 26, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 27. 


Remarks and a Question-and-Answer 
Session in Des Moines, Iowa 


October 27, 1992 


The President. Thank you all. Thank you 
very, very much. Please be seated. Let’s get 
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right about our business. But first, I certainly 
want to thank our great Governor, Terry 
Branstad, for being at my side for that warm 
welcome. And of course, I needn't tell 
Iowans how important Chuck Grassley’s re- 
election is, I'll tell you. And for Jim Ross 
Lightfoot and for Jim Leach, two stalwart 
friends, if we had more like them in the Con- 
gress, you wouldn’t hear everybody yelling 
everyplace I go “Clean House!” We nee 
more like him, so send us more like him, 
and let’s get this country moving. I’m de- 
lighted to see former Governor Ray here, and 
I also want to thank “Major Dad,” Gerald 
McRaney, who is—you talk about telling it 
like it ii—he does a great job. 

Terry mentioned the ag economy, and I 
do think that when people get down to the 
wire in the ieonetinndl: of America they ought 
to look at the record. I am very proud thet 
ethanol is up and that we made a tough call. 
I took on some of the extremes in the envi- 
ronmental movement. I’ve got a good record 
on the environment. We took on some of the 
extremes and said, “Look, ethanol is a tre- 
mendous fuel of the future.” Ethanol sales 
are up. The waiver we gave the other day 
is appropriate. It is sound conservation, and 
it is darn good for the American economy, 
and we're going to keep on. 

Similarly, the use of the export program, 
the Export Enhancement, the EEP, is impor- 
tant. We extended it to pork, and it was the 
right thing to do. I think that will help. We 
will continue to fight for opening up our mar- 
kets. We've got the best producers of agricul- 
tural goods in the world. Exports have saved 
us through tough times, agricultural exports 
leading the way. And my opponent, Clinton, 
comes along, Governor Clinton, and says, 
“Well, I’m for the NAFTA agreement.” But 
he goes to the auto workers and has a very 
different tale. And my view is, the free trade 
agreement is good for American jobs, and 
it’s good for American agriculture. 

I believe we will keep working for a suc- 
cessful conclusion of the GATT round. And 
I was very disturbed the other day to read 
in the Daily Telegraph, the London paper, 
and again, a report in one of the papers here 
that some Clinton minion had gone to try 
to get the EC to postpone consideration of 
this important agreement. We cannot put 





2136 


politics ahead of the welfare of this Nation. 
He has denied it. The Governor has denied 
that, and I think I should give credit for that. 
But these reports keep persisting. And we 
will work to get a successful conclusion of 
the GATT round. 

One other thing before I start taking the 
questions—you know, if you listened to the 
Clinton-Gore ticket, the only way they can 
win is to convince America that we're in a 
deep recession. This morning, the third quar- 
ter—8:30 Eastern this morning the figures 
were announced for the third quarter of this 
growth, the gross domestic product. The 
third quarter was plus 2.7 percent. It grew 
twice as much 


[At this point, text was missing from the press 
release. | 


This is the latest thing in American politics, 
the Phil Donahue approach to life. So we'll 
take a few questions here, and I'll try to— 
if you give me a short question, I'll try to 
shorten the answers up. But I get too enthu- 
siastic. 


Expanding the Job Market 


Q. I’m going to be graduating from Drake 
University this May, and I’m obviously pretty 
nervous about finding a job. What are you 
pate on doing to increase the job mar- 

et: 

The President. Weil, the best thing we 
can do is stimulate growth in the small busi- 
ness sector. What I have proposed is invest- 
ment tax allowance, a first-time credit for 
homebuyers. The Democrats say that a cap- 
ital gains cut is a break for the rich. It is 
not. It is a stimulus to small business and 
entrepreneurship. Those are simply three in- 
centives. Job retraining for those in the de- 
fense industries who are going to have to find 
different work because of our success in the 
world. I believe that the best answer is to 
stimulate the growth of the private sector. 

Governor Clinton talks about Government 
investing. Let me tell you something. All the 
European countries have moved away— 
Eastern Europe—from this idea that Gov- 
ernment should invest. They've moved to 
what we ought to be doing more, getting the 
private sector to invest, free up savings, free 
up investment. That is the way we will create 
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jobs. It won’t be from more taxes and more 
spending. 

All right. I’ve lost control of the question- 
ers. [Laughter] I'll leave that to—it’s coming 
along good. 


Entitlement Programs 


Q. Mr. President, I’m concerned with the 
growth of entitlements in our Federal budg- 
et, and not so much in economic terms but 
in human terms. Can you outline your plan 
for reforming the system so that it builds 
more self-reliance and less dependence on 
Government? 

The President. Well, let me first address 
it on the economic side. The deficit is clearly 
too big. The Government taxes too much and 
spends too much. That is a fundamental dif- 
ference with the other side. 

The President has no control over about 
two-thirds of the budget. It doesn’t come to 
me, and that is known as the entitlement pro- 
gram. What we must do to get the deficit 
down is to control the growth of the entitle- 
ment program. We've got to control it by— 
let it grow in terms of population, let it grow 
in terms of inflation, and that’s it. Then set 
Social Security aside. Don’t touch it. I am 
the President that was with Ronald Reagan 
when it was fixed, and I think we ought to 
leave Social Security totally alone. Don’t 
mess with it. But on these others, put a cap 
on the growth. 

But in terms of your question, which was 
only partly economic, it is important that we 
understand that it is private initiatives, that 
it is savings, that it is investment, and that 
it’s not Government that creates opportunity. 
It is the private sector of the economy. 

Another point that I would emphasize in 
relation to this question is, we have tried— 
Barbara’s tried, I have tried, support from 
many Americans—to reiterate the impor- 
tance of what we call the Points of Light ap- 
proach, voluntarism. Government can do 
some things—this is to your question—Gov- 
ernment can do a lot of things. Government 
can show compassion. Government has a re- 
sponsibility for the national security. But 
much of helping each other is done in what 
we call this Points of Light, one American 
reaching out to another and helping. 
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You look at the hurricane down in South 
Florida and over in Louisiana. Government 
helped. We moved in with troops, and we 
moved in with Government aid for this and 
that and the Small Business Administration 
and FHA and all of that. But when the chap- 
ter is written on that, the people that deserve 
the credit are those caring Americans who 
reached out from 49 other States to help the 
people in south Florida. And that, I dusk 
is what you're talking about. 

And this idea that everything should be 
done by Government is not the American 
way, and yet that’s what you're hearing in 
this campaign out of the Clinton-Gore ticket. 


Agricultural Trade 


Q. Mr. President, when reelected, what 
do you intend to do to get tough with the 
European Community, to force a GATT 
agreement for the American farmer? 

The President. | like that positive 
premise, “when reelected.” Let me tell you 
something. Let me tell you—and here we 
clearly have a nice objective cross section of 
America, and they seem to agree with me. 
But nevertheless, no—{laughter] We are 
working very hard to get a successful conclu- 
sion of GATT. I think most people recognize 
that the Maastricht vote in France held 
things up. We, I am confident, will get an 
agreement. We've narrowed the gap on agri- 
culture and in a lot of these other categories. 

Right now, to be very candid with you, the 
common agricultural policy in Europe is a 
detriment to getting it done, although we’re 
making progress. Right now, some would tell 
you “Well, France seems to be the biggest 
problem area in this.” But I am convinced 
that we can move forward and get a GATT 
agreement. We have to do it. 

You know, the best answer to helping 
those in the Third World, I told some inter- 
viewers yesterday, I think of Iowa, right out 
in the middle of America, as a State that has 
an international perspective. You've always 
been interested in world peace and in these 
kinds of things, how the world interacts. But 
I really believe that in terms of this GATT 
agreement, the best way to help Third World 
countries, those countries that are suffering 
the most, is to open their markets, open mar- 
kets around the world, whether it’s—what- 
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ever products we're talking about. And a suc- 
cessful conclusion of the GATT arrangement 
will do that. 

We are caught up in a lot of tough Euro- 
pean policies. She asked the right question— 
EC. We are going to have to insist “em 
a lot of technical—application of the tech- 
nical provisions of the trade law, that if they 
don’t open up these markets then we are 
going to have to—I would use a little softer 
term than retaliate—but we are going to have 
to insist on our rights. And I think the world 
knows that on oil and these other things. And 
I believe we’re going to get the job done. 

This stool is perilous here. 


Congress 


Q. Good morning, Mr. President. The suc- 
cess of your second term will depend to a 
large extent on how the newly elected Mem- 
bers of the House will react to your various 
proposals. And I read in the Wall Street Jour- 
nal, oh, 10 days ago or so, that congressional 
leaders have been meeting to plan strategies 
in how to squash any reforms that the new 
Members might propose in changing the sta- 
tus quo. Do you have a counter strategy, and 
how 

The President. Let me tell you what it 
is—listen to the people. But here’s the prob- 
lem we've got. We got some things done in 
our first term, good things, caring things. The 
Americans for Disabilities Act that lifts up 
those that are disabled and helps them fit 
into the mainstream, or the Clean Air Act, 
or more recently even, a transportation bill 
that puts $150 billion into the infrastructure. 

So we've been able to accomplish quite 
a few good things. As we got near the end 
of the first term, this gentleman is right, the 
leadership, not all the Members, but the 
leadership in the — made a deter- 
mination: We can win if the economy is bad, 
and we can win if the President doesn’t look 
good by mistake and try to fix something, 
do something. So we’ve been up against what 
is a gridlocked Congress. 

Now, what’s going to change? Because 
they can’t even run a two-bit post office or 
a failed little tiny bank this big, you’re going 
to have a lot of new Members of Congress. 
Like me, they’re listening to the voters. And 
I will be reelected and not have any politics 
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on the horizon, no more, no more campaigns, 
no more debates, thank God. [Laughter] No 
more whatever else it is. And we'll say, let’s 
get the people’s business done; Democrats, 
Republicans, sit down with me now, and let's 
do what I have told the people I want to 
do. Health care, make insurance available to 
all. Whatever it is, education, revolutionize 
it. Don’t go back and patch up, put band- 
aids on something where our kids are getting 
short-changed; revolutionize it. Budget defi- 
cit, give me the balanced budget amend- 
ment, the line-item veto, a check-off for tax 
returns. And they will have to be listening. 
When I’m elected, it will be because people 
are listening to these ideas. And I'll say, 
“Okay, sit down,” like Lyndon said, “Come 
reason together.” With a two-by-four in one 
hand and a very open approach in another. 
And I believe we can move this country for- 
ward in the first 120 days. 

The politics will subside for a while. The 
best time for a new President is the first days 
of the second term, because politics is gone, 
the voters’ words are ringing in the ears of 
all politically elected people, and the country 
is beginning to move. 

You know, I mentioned these growth fig- 
ures. But interest rates are down. Who wants 
to go back to the way they were when you 
had a Democratic President in the White 
House, at 21.5 percent interest rates and 15 
percent inflation, and grain embargoes. This 
Congress, if the status quo prevails, will roll 
over Clinton like a stone steamroller, and we 
can’t have that. 

So we're talking about the new ideas that 
will stimulate the growth in the economy, do 
more in the private sector. And I really am 
optimistic about moving the country forward 
with the new Members of Congress. Clean 
House! It’s been done by the voters already. 


Taxes 


Q. Mr. President, I was curious, I’ve been 
listening to Clinton’s economic proposals, 
trying to make it add up in my own mind. 
But this idea that you can raise $250 billion 
in taxes just taxing the top 2 percent, how 
does he do this math? Have you and your 
people had a chance to look into that? 

The President. We don’t have anybody 
dumb enough to figure it out. Here’s what 
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they’re saying. He is saying he wants to raise 
$150 billion in new taxes, and then this gen- 
tleman is right, because there are a lot of 
other proposals where you'd have to get the 
money to pay for it. And he says, “I will tax 
the top 2 percent.” The top 2 percent means 
you go down to $64,000 to start with. Then, 
to pay for the $220 billion in spending—and 
that doesn’t consider how much his health 
care plan and these other things would 
cost—you get down where you're hitting ev- 
erybody at $36,000. 

Then, to do all the spending for all the 
programs, you nurses, you cab drivers, you 
guys that are assisting in the field, watch your 
wallet, because he is not going after just the 
rich guys, he’s doing it the way the Demo- 
crats have always done it when they control 
both ends, going right after your pocket- 
books. So the math does not add up. And 
it is tax and spend, tax and spend. They kept 
saying it is not tax and spend, and it is. 

When he talks about—he uses the word 
“investment.” And I'll repeat this: He uses 
the words “the Government investing.” The 
Government does not create wealth. It’s the 
private sector that does. So free that up and 
keep the Government constrained. 

Now, who is next? 


The Environment 


Q. Mr. President, when you're elected, the 
environment will continue to have high prior- 
ity in this Nation. Do you have special plans 
you'd like to tell us about, your plans for the 
environment? 

The President. Well, one thing I'd like 
to say at the very beginning: One, it’s good 
to see you, but, secondly—one of the great 
Iowans, respected well beyond the borders 
of Iowa for his knowledge of agriculture and 
his promoting of great values—but let me 
simply say this: On the environment, we have 
a good, sound record. We've done well in 
forestry. We've done well in assisting in 
cleaning up the beaches and in the ocean. 
We've done extraordinarily well in wilder- 
ness, setting aside more acres. We've done 
far better than any previous administration 
in enforcement of EPA. 

But what I’ve been unwilling to do is go 
to the extreme. And what we have to do in 
this country is to say we've got to find—and 
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we're striving to do that every day—the bal- 
ance between growth and sound environ- 
mental practice. 

So I think the record is a good one. We 
will continue to be good stewards of the land. 
But I am not going to go to the extreme that 
says to a farmer, “If it rains and you’ve got 
a little puddle there, a tiny one, that means 
you can’t use your land.” We’ve gone too far 
under regulation and too far under interpre- 
tation on some of these statutes. 

So I think of agricultural—we’ve got a 
good conservation set-aside program—I 
think of farmers as conserving. They've got 
their families coming along. They don’t want 
to ruin, rape, pillage, and plunder on their 
own land. It’s ridiculous to start with that 
assumption. 

I'll tell you something. Governor Gore— 
Governor Gore—{laughter]—if you read the 
book on Mr. Gore’s proposals, I'll tell you, 
it would screech this country to a halt. We 
cannot go to the extreme. He’s out there talk- 
ing about the protection of this feathery little 
owl. Yes, I love little owls. I think they're 


wonderful. But we've got to also protect the 
30,000 families that are trying to work for 
a living. The extreme groups will not vote 
for me; sound environmentalists will vote for 
me. 


Education 


Q. President Bush, as a student myself, 
I was wondering if you could describe certain 
points of your education plan for the next 
4 years that would help the U.S. rank higher 
in the world in education. 

The President. Good question. And edu- 
cation—health care and education. Edu- 
cation. We have a program called America— 
I don’t want to get too programmatic— 
called, America 2000. We have 1,700 com- 
munities across this country who are literally 
sitting down—they’re bypassing the teachers 
union, and they’re working with the teachers. 
They’re saying let’s reinvent the schools. 

In some urban area, the school will have 
one confirmation. In another, in a rural area, 
it might have an entirely different one. We 
spend more per capita on education than 
every country, I believe, except Switzerland, 
and the results aren’t good enough. So when 
I became President, we worked with the 
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Governors, including Governor Branstad, 
and set six national education goals. Then this 
program, America 2000, is designed to meet 
the goals. 

One of the key points is, I believe, that 
we ought to have parental choice for schools, 
public, private, or religious. It worked for the 
GI bill. The money goes to the families, and 
the public system of education was strength- 
“aa under the GI bill. So that’s one of the 
provisions. 

Then we've got a lot of programs for adult 
retraining in the schools which should come 
under the heading of education. We have 
more than doubled the money for Head 
Start, which I still feel is a very important 
program, to keep up with one of our edu- 
cation goals: every kid starts school ready to 
learn. 

So the program is really good, and the nice 
thing about it is, you only have to depend 
on the old thinkers on the Democratic side 
in Congress for this much. The rest of it is 
being done by the communities, community 
leaders, teachers, and parents, and that’s 
where the action has to be. We've gotten 
away from all of that. 

We'll go here, and then we'll come over 
there. 


Foreign Policy 


Q. Good morning, Mr. President. Most 
people have been hearing a lot about the do- 
mestic issues, which are very important. But 
we're not getting anything from the other 
side on the international side of events. As 
most people have been watching their papers 
and TV and reading the newspapers, they see 
that there’s instability again in the Soviet 
Union. We're not getting anything from the 
other side of the media on what to do about 
the instability in the world. Without stability 
in the world, there will be no good trade, 
and there will be no growth. 

I'd like to know what your plan is, because 
there is no plan on the other side for stability 
in this world that we need for growth. 

The President. Okay. You're right. I never 
see it on the programs. Democrats don’t want 
to talk about foreign policy. It’s almost like 
there’s no threat anywhere in the world. I 
noticed your shot at the media. Please be 
careful. I’m an expert on that. [Laughter] But 
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the best-selling bumper sticker is “Annoy the 
Media. Reelect Bush.” 

But I want to—here it is. By coincidence, 
there it is. But I feel I’m going to make— 
I'll divert for one minute, and then I'll come 
back to your question. The problem is, there 
is so much understanding of this that some 
people are taking it out on those who they 
should not take it out on. Like the photog- 
raphers with us today, these guys that strug- 
gle around, carrying these boom mikes and 
the cameras. So put that down as good guys, 
and leave the traveling press alone. But I 
hope you share my view about all these talk- 
ing heads that come on the national television 
and tell us how bad everything is and that 
we don’t have a chance to win. They don’t 
understand it. 

Why do you not talk about foreign policy? 
Because they know that is a strength, and 
they know that we are the leader of the 
world, and we are not, as Governor Clinton 
says, a nation in decline. He puts us south 
of—Clinton and Gore, they've got about as 
much foreign policy experience as Millie, put 
together. 

Let me tell you something. The world is 
still dangerous. We have reduced spending, 
and we've been able to reduce it because 
with bipartisan support we stayed strong. We 
didn’t listen to the freeze movement. We 
stayed strong. I salute Ronald Reagan: peace 
through strength. It worked. It worked. But 
there are still wolves. The Soviet bear may 
be gone, but there are wolves out there. I 
have reduced defense spending by many bil- 
lions of dollars. Now, I see the Democrats 
coming in, and to pay for all their investment, 
they want to cut the guts out of the defense. 
We cannot do that. Who knows where the 
next crisis will come. 

So, I'll say this: I believe that it is exports 
that have sustained us in the roughest * se 
nomic times. I believe it is exports that will 
lead the world to new heights of prosperity, 
and I believe that foreign policy is tremen- 
dously important in implementing a strong 
export program. So it’s not just defense. It 
is also international economics. And we've 
got a good record. 

My argument with Governor Clinton on 
the war is this: Nobody likes to make a tough 
decision where you commit someone else’s 
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son or daughter to war. No one likes to do 
it. I do believe that having been in combat 
at least has made me sensitive to all of the 
ramifications of a decision like that. I made 
a tough decision. It was the right decision. 
Your sons and your daughters responded. We 
stood up against aggression. And as a result, 
and it wouldn’t ever have happened without 
that, you see ancient enemies talking to each 
other in the Middle East. You see Russia 
going down democracy’s path. You look south 
of our border, and you see some trouble 
spots, but you also see a persistent wave of 
democracy and freedom there. You see elec- 
tions in Africa. And you see the Eastern Eu- 
ropeans in the Baltics free. 

We've had dramatic progress. And the best 
thing is, the kids here in this wonderful band 
go to bed at night without the same fear of 
nuclear war that their predecessors had. So 
I believe foreign policy is important. I believe 
national security policy is important. And I 
believe that it is an interconnected world; the 
economies are interconnected. And it is the 
United States, with the programs I’ve out- 
lined, that is going to lead us and the world 
into new levels of prosperity. 

We're ready. Inflatio is down. Interest is 
down. Business is more lean now. Our pro- 
ductivity in this country is up, and all of this 
will work toward enhancing not only world 
peace, but world economic progress. 


Small Business 


Q. Mr. President, thank you for making 
America proud during Desert Storm. 

I’m here today as a small voice represent- 
ing small business. I have a small Gate 
in the Des Moines area here. In an effort 
to provide to my employees a solid work envi- 
ronment and good benefits, I spend each 
year about $200,000 in taxes, $25,000 a year 
for insurance, and substantially a lot of 
money complying with various Government 
regulations. Now, I’m here as a proponent 
for the Bush-Quayle administration. I’m par- 
ticularly a big fan of Mrs. Bush. 

The President. So am I. 

Q. My message to you comes today in the 
form of an appeal rather than a question. 
Given that the success of the American econ- 
omy depends on the success of America and 
small business, we'd really like to have the 
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administration’s help in controlling the sky- 
rocketing costs of doing business. 

The President. Okay. 

Q. When next Tuesday rolls around, you'll 
be needing our help, and I, for one, intend 
to support you. After next Tuesday, we'll be 
needing your help. 

The President. All right. You should have 
been getting it by now. We put a freeze on 
regulations. He’s absolutely right, there’s too 
much redtape. And I’m not saying there’s not 
more to do. There’s plenty more to do. I want 
to see a freeze and a cap on some of these 
outrageous lawsuits that are running the cost 
of business, the small business, in particular, 
right out of the roof. Governor Clinton re- 
fuses to stand up against these trail lawyers 
who literally are driving the cost of health 
care and business right out through the roof. 

You don’t need more mandates. I am for 
family leave, but I don’t think that Govern- 
ment needs to mandate it. Give tax credits 
to the smallest business of the small, and help 
them do it. So I think we’ve got to guard 
against too many mandates telling a small- 
business person, man or woman, how they're 
going to run their lives. 

I think that gets back to this gentleman’s 
question, because really freeing up the pri- 
vate sector is the way to offer opportunity 
to these kids that are asking about where they 
get a job, but it also is the way we ought 
to go. We are not going to reverse the trend 
and go like the failed European policies, 
where government invests. Government 
doesn’t know how to invest. 

Now, she was going to get the next ques- 
tion. Are you nervous? 

Q. Yes. 

The President. You don’t look nervous. 
Go ahead. 


The Arkansas Record 


Q. Well, in all these debates I watch, Clin- 
ton says that he has rankings in Arkansas that 
are one, four, four and one. What are those 
rankings that he has? 

The President. Hey, good question. 
That’s what we call a—in the World Series 
every once in a while you'll see the seams 
on it when it comes over the plate, the slow 
ball. You know what I mean. 
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But, look, Governor Clinton said in the de- 
bate, “I want to do for this country what I’ve 
done for Arkansas.” That is a terrible threat. 

Audience members. Boo-o-o! 

The President. We cannot let that happen 
to this country. 

And look, I lived near Arkansas, and they 
are wonderful people. But regrettably, they 
are at the very bottom on environment. 
They’re on the bottom on job creation. He 
talks about they led the Nation on job cre- 
ation. That was the year he was out of the 
State 85 percent of the time. 


Note: The President spoke at 9 a.m. at the 
Des Moines Convention Center. These re- 
marks follow the text as released by the Office 
of the Press Secretary at the White House 
on October 27. 


Remarks to the Community in 
Paducah, Kentucky 


October 27, 1992 


The President. Thank you very much. 

Audience members. Four more years! 
Four more years! Four more years! 

The President. Four more! Thank you. 
Thank you very much, Gerald McRaney. I 
am proud to have “Major Dad,” Gerald 
McRaney, at my side. And I am grateful to 
him for his loyal support. Let me just say 
at the outset I’m very pleased to be here and 
then back again, back for me in this great 
part of- 

Audience members. Kentucky. 

The President. | was going to say, of west- 
ern Kentucky. But let me point it out this 
way. Every place I go, every place I go, I 
see signs that say, “Clean House!” I want to 
see David Williams elected to the United 
States Senate, and I want to see Steve 
Hamrick elected to the United States Con- 
gress. Let’s clean House! 

May I thank your Mayor, Gerry Montgom- 
ery; Bob Gable, our State chairman. And it 
is great to be in Paducah. You should have 
seen it, flying in with these fall colors. It 
makes you agree with the guy who said, 
“Heaven is a Kentucky kind of place.” 
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We come down to the wire with 7 days 
to go. It’s like a close race at Bluegrass 
Downs, and we're closing the gap. And in 
7 days, we are pulling aint at the finish 
line to win this election. 

You know, I was very pleased today that 
the figures came out refuting the Clinton- 
Gore claim of how bad everything is. The 
figures came out for growth in the third quar- 
ter, and the economy of the United States 
led Europe, led Canada, led Japan, and we 
ate at 2.7 percent, 2.7 percent. All you get 
rom Clinton and Gore is bad news. That is 
good growth, and we’re going to do even bet- 
ter. 

You know, Mac referred to this, and I hate 
to ruin such a lovely day, but I must do this, 
because for months the Clinton-Gore crowd 
have been telling everybody how bad every- 
thing is and that he’s going to make things 
better, that Clinton will make things better. 
Let me just remind you, as a southern State, 
and a good one at that, and Arkansas has 
some wonderful people, but let me remind 
you of just a few statistics on the Arkansas 
record. They are 50th in the quality of envi- 
ronmental initiatives. They are 50th in the 
percentage of adults with college degrees. 
They are 50th in per capita spending on 
criminal justice. They are 49th—¢getting bet- 
ter—in per capita spending on police protec- 
tion; 48th in percentage of adults with a high 
school diploma; 48th in spending on correc- 
tions; 46th in teachers’ salaries; 45th in the 
overall well-being of children. And this man 
said in a debate, he wants to do for America 
what he’s done for Arkansas. We cannot let 
him do that. 

Imagine trying to bring a record like that. 
He did point out one thing: In the debate, 
you may remember, he said that the work 
had gone up, jobs had gone up in Arkansas 
one year. That was this year. He’s been out 
of the State 85 percent of the time. That’s 
why it went up. For 10 years, for 10 years 
they averaged 30 percent of the national av- 
erage. 

So, enough for Arkansas. Now look what 
he wants to do to this country. He’s already 
said he wants to raise $150 billion in new 
taxes. He’s already said $220 billion in new 
spending. That is trickle-down Government. 
The numbers don’t add up, and the middle 
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class of America, watch out. He says he'll 
sock it to the rich, but he’s coming after your 
wallet. He’s coming after you. Don’t let him 
do it to America. 

He talks about change, change, change. 
We changed inflation. It was changed when 
you had a Democrat in the White House and 
Democrat Congress. You had inflation at 15 
percent. You had interest rates at 21.5 per- 
cent. He wants change. That’s what he'll 
bring us, and we're not going to let him do 
it. You listen to that kind of change, and 
change is all you'll have left in your pocket, 
believe me. We cannot go back. Here is the 
economy growing, and we cannot go back to 
those failed policies that brought us a “misery 
index” going right through Gore’s ozone 
layer. 

You know, you hear from the—I’m kind 
of down. Some of you may have noticed my 
favorite bumper sticker. I don’t see it around 
here. Is it up there? There it is. And every- 
body knows what it means. Everyone knows 
what it means, “Annoy the Media. Reelect 
Bush.” You know and I know that inasmuch 
as we've got some wonderful people traveling 
with us, let me say, don’t take it out on the 
photographers. Don’t take it out on these 

s with the cameras and the boom mikes. 
They’re all good folks. Take it out on those 
talking heads in the national press that come 
on and tell us everything that’s bad about 
America. 

Harry Truman had it right. Talked about 
50 reporters who were talking the same thing 
about gloom and doom. He said, “They 
couldn’t know enough to pound sand in a 
rathole.” That’s true. And we are going to 
win the election in spite of these mournful 
polls. 

Here is why: Employment is at 93 percent 
in this country. Inflation is down, only 2.5 
percent, 3 percent. Home mortgage rates, as 
I mentioned to you, interest rates were 21.5; 
now they're down around 8. The gross do- 
mestic figures today: 2.7 percent. We have 
grown for six straight quarters. And all you 
hear is gloom and doom from Clinton and 
Gore. We're moving, and we're going to lead 
the world to recovery. 

We've got a good plan to hold the line on 
this domestic spending and get that tax base 
down and lower the deficit by helping small 
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business. Governor Clinton says, “Look, I 
want to have the Government invest.” The 
Government never made a sound investment 
in its life. The investment is small business, 
and that’s where we want it to be. 

You know how he wants to do it all, is 
to cut the muscle out of our defense. We 
have cut defense because we were successful 
in standing up against aggression around the 
world, and we must not cut into the muscle 
of defense. You throw millions of people out 
of work needlessly, have an adverse effect 
on where we've landed at Fort Campbell. 

Look, the Soviet bear may be dead, but 
there are wolves out there, and we must keep 
our eyes open and keep America strong. And 
here’s the way we're going to do it. We're 
going to create more jobs in America through 
exports. We make the best product. We have 
the best workers anywhere in the world. You 
build cars right in this State that are sold 
over in the Middle East. We are going to 
create more jobs through free and fair trade, 
not by listening to the waffle iron of Clinton 
and Gore. 

Small business creates two-thirds of the 
new jobs, and they need relief from taxation, 
they need relief from regulation and, yes, 
they need relief from litigation. We are suing 
each other too much and caring for each 
other too little. 

So I propose tax relief for small business. 
What does Mr. Gore, the Ozone Man pro- 
pose? A carbon tax. He suggests it in his 
book, a carbon tax. Is that supposed to do 
something about the environment? But I'll 
tell you what it would do to industry in Ken- 
tucky: drive it right into the ground. We're 
not going to let him do that. 

We have a good record on the environ- 
ment, a good, sound record that you do not 
have to go to the extreme and throw a lot 
of families out of work to keep the Sierra 
Club happy. I mentioned legal reform. One 
thing we've got to do is make it so that these 
Little League coaches aren’t afraid to coach, 
that doctors are no longer afraid to deliver 
babies, that a person going by the highway 
is not scared to stop and help his fellow 
American because of a lawsuit. We sue each 
other too much. Help me get some Con- 
gressmen that are willing to put a cap on 
these outrageous lawsuits. 
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We've got a great health care plan to make 
insurance provided to the poorest of the poor 
through vouchers, through—give tax credits 
to the next group of overtaxed Americans, 
to bring insurance to all, to make insurance 
go from job to job with the person that has 
the insurance. But we do not do what Clinton 
and Gore want to do, create some Govern- 
ment board and let Government ration 
health care. We’re not going to do that. 

In education, I see these kids, and it is 
priority. We've got an America 2000 program 
that bypasses that all-powerful, dictatorial 
teachers’ union and goes to the teachers and 
works with them to strengthen education. 
God bless our teachers. We are working— 
college grants for kids are up under my ad- 
ministration by far. Spending for education 
is up. Now we've got to go with America 2000 
and literally reinvent our public schools. And 
that’s another idea. Let’s give the parents the 
right to choose and help them do it, public, 
private, or religious schools. 

You know, everyplace I go we’re helped 
by police officers. And let me be very clear: 
I don’t think we need anybody on the Su- 
preme Court that is going to go on there like 
Governor Cuomo, one suggested by Mr. 
Clinton. We need people on there that will 
interpret the Constitution, not legislate, and 
those who will have a little more sympathy 
for the victims of crime and a little less for 
the criminal elements. 

The Democrats talk tough, the liberal 
Democrats, about crime. But let me tell you 
something: The other day I had a visit in the 
Oval Office from eight individuals, grassroots 
family men, all coming up there. They said, 
“We are for you for President,” and they rep- 
resented the Fraternal Order of Police of Lit- 
tle Rock, Arkansas. I was proud to have their 
support. 

In the next term we are going to reform 
Government. We’re going to get the deficit 
down. I ask you to send people to Washing- 
ton, only those who will do the following: 
Give us a balanced budget amendment to 
the Constitution. Give us a taxpayers’ check- 
off so you can check 10 percent of your taxes, 
and make that money go to lowering the defi- 
cit. Give me a line-item veto and let me try 
to cut the deficit. 
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You know, in one of our debates Governor 
Clinton said, “It’s not the character of the 
President; it is the character of the Presi- 
dency.” And I beg to differ. I think they are 
interlocked. I do not believe you can have 
a candidate who tries to be on all sides of 
all issues. 

Here’s what he said on the Persian Gulf 
war. That was not an easy decision, to send 
someone else’s son, someone else’s daughter 
into combat. A President has to make it, and 
he can’t say “maybe,” or he can’t say “but.” 
I made a tough call. But here’s what Gov- 
ernor Clinton said. He said, “I agree with 
the minority,” that means those who wanted 
to let sanctions work; if we’d listened to that, 
Saddam Hussein would be in Saudi Arabia 
today. “I agree with the minority, but I guess 
I would have voted with the majority.” You 
cannot flip-flop and waffle if you want to be 
President of the United States. 

He says one thing about right-to-work laws 
in right-to-work States and then goes up to 
the powerful union bosses and said he’s 
against that. He says, “Well, maybe I'll be 
for term limits,” which I support, and then 
he says he’s against term limits. You cannot 
flip-flop. You cannot do this. It would be like 
him judging the Hatfield and McCoy feud. 
[Laughter] “I guess I would have agreed with 
the arguments that the McCoys made, but 
I would have sided with the Hatfields.” That 
is not leadership. 

What is troubling America is a pattern of 
deception. Everyone’s aware of politics, but 
when you're going for President, you cannot 
be followed by this pattern of deception. You 
can’t lead the American people by misleading 
the American people. 

I have differed with Governor Clinton on 
the war and on his own service. My position 
is clear. And some people differed with me 
on the Vietnam war. But I'll tell you the thing 
I do not understand. I simply do not under- 
stand a person whose peers are dying in Viet- 
nam, some of whom are held in Hanoi pris- 
ons, going to England to organize demonstra- 
tions against the United States. We cannot 
have that. What will he tell a young man or 
a young woman as Commander in Chief if 
they said, “Oh, no, we want to go off and 
organize demonstrations”? 
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We differ on the draft, on what he did. 
But the problem is the pattern. He said, “T’'ll 
bring out all my records on April 17th,” and 
we haven’t seen anything. It isn’t his choice 
about the war. It’s the idea that he tried to 
have it both ways. And you can’t do that if 
you re a leader. 

You know, all around America, people look 
to the United States, and they look to the 
President of the United States for moral 
leadership. And so when you go into that 
booth, I ask this question—we see our econ- 
omy recovering; we know people are hurt- 
ing—but you ask the question: Who do you 
trust and who has the character to lead this 
great country? 

Barbara and I—I know one other good 
reason to keep me as President. We've got 
the best First Lady you possibly could have. 
But she and I have tried very hard to keep 
the public trust. I think most people by now 
know that we’ve been blessed by a strong 
and wonderful family. We have faith in God. 
We believe we are one Nation under God. 
Now it’s not a question of needing to be 
President of the United States. It is a ques- 
tion that we have literally changed the world. 
These kids go to bed at night without that 
same fear of nuclear war that their mother 
and dad had. 

Now what I want to do is bring that same 
leadership and lift these kids up, convince 
them that the opportunity is bright. Execute 
our program, the agenda for America’s re- 
newal, increase our exports. 

Let me end this way: Clinton and Gore 
say we're a nation in decline. They say we’re 
south of Germany and a little better than Sri 
Lanka. Let me tell you something: They 
ought to open their eyes. We are the most 
respected nation in the whole world. We are 
the leader of the world. I ask for your sup- 
port. I ask for your vote to lead us to new 
“ear for every American young person 

ere today. 

Thank you. Thank you, and God bless you. 
What a spectacular rally. What a wonderful, 
wonderful turnout in western Kentucky. This 
is superb. Thank you. 


Note: The President spoke at 12:36 p.m. at 
Paducah Community College. A tape was not 
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available for verification of the content of 
these remarks. 


Question-and-Answer Session in 


Paducah 
October 27, 1992 


Mr. Butler. Thank you, and welcome to 
our program today. Mr. President, welcome 
to you, sir. We’re delighted to have you here. 

You're helping us to make a little bit of 
history, because this is the first and only Ken- 
tucky statewide town meeting of this cam- 
paign. I want you to also know that there 
are viewers watching today in southern IIli- 
nois, southeast Missouri, and west Ten- 
nessee, as well as in western Kentucky. And 
some of our audience are from those other 
States. So they'll be asking questions today. 

We have a studio audience today that 
we've invited here, mainly a group of unde- 
cided voters. It’s up to you to try to convince 
them, Mr. President. And so based on what 
they hear today, it may help them to make 
a decision about this election. 

Also today, Jackie Hays is at WAVE-TV 
in Louisville. She has a group there in her 
studios. And Tom Kenny has some folks with 
him at WLEX-TV in Lexington, Kentucky. 
We're going to be going back to them shortly. 
So get your questions ready, and we'll see 
you in just a few minutes. 


The Economy 


Mr. President, I’d like to sort of get the 
ball rolling, if I might. You know, the GDP 
figures came out today showing a 2.7 percent 
increase, surprised some folks, I think, for 
the last quarter. Given the fact that we've 
now had this long a positive economic 
growth, meager though some of it has been, 
does it not suggest that maybe the Congress 
and the administration in order to—ought to 
leave it alone and just let it happen? This 
is happening since you’ve had gridlock in 
Congress for a while. So this thing seems to 
be correcting itself. 

The President. It suggests a lot of things. 
We've been told as a Nation, 92 percent of 
the news coverage, negative on the economy. 
The economy has growth for six straight 
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quarters. And yet you hear some of these 
talking heads come on there, these guys they 
pay a couple of hundred bucks, on the na- 
tional news telling everybody how bad things 
are. 

We've grown, and this is very encouraging 
news. The United States will lead the way 
out into real recovery. But it’s very encourag- 
ing. I still feel we need to give more incen- 
tives to small business. I’m for investment 
tax allowance. The Democrats, the liberals, 
call a capital gains reductions a break for the 
rich. It isn’t. It will stimulate investment by 
small business, create new jobs. And I love 
the idea of a tax credit for the first-time 
homebuyer. 

So yes, 2.7 percent is darned good growth. 
And it pulls the rug right out from under 
Mr. Clinton, who is telling everybody how 
horrible everything is. People are hurting in 
this country, but they've been told that 
there’s no hope. Here we're growing at 2.7 
percent, more than Germany, more than 
Japan, more than the rest of Europe, and 
more than Canada. It’s very good news. But 
I still think we need to do things, not to get 
the Government to invest more—I don’t be- 
lieve it. I think we need to help small busi- 
ness invest more. That means jobs for people, 
hope for the future. 


Entitlement Programs 


Q. My question is—President Bush, my 
question for you is why is it that handicapped 
people who draw SSI/disability do not get 
an equal amount to today’s standard cost of 
living? 

The President. Let me first say that one 
of my proudest accomplishments—and give 
credit to the Democrats on this, and I must 
and I do, but also to us—we passed some- 
thing called the Americans for Disabilities 
Act. It’s a wonderful piece, the most forward 
piece of civil rights legislation in the last cou- 
ple of decades. What it does is enable dis- 
abled people to work their way into the main- 
stream, instead of being pushed off to the 
side. 

On this one, I think most of the benefits 
have these cost-of-living increases. I don’t 
know technically—I’ll have to get for you 
your own specific case. I'll just take that 
question to move a little bit off of it. My 
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view is to get this deficit down, we must set 
aside Social Security, don’t touch it. It was 
fixed back in the mid-eighties. But then we're 
going to have to control the growth of the 
other mandatory programs. Let it grow, let 
them grow to inflation and population, but 
not increase the spending. Otherwise we 
won't get the deficit down. 

But in this case, you would be exempt and 
covered. So I'll have to check as to why 
you re not getting your increases. 


Quality of Life for Children 

Q. Mr. President, I work in small business 
development and in economic as well, and 
done that for the past 9 years. But I also 
work with a number of women and women’s 
issues. One of the major concerns I keep 
hearing is in the pro-life position. What guar- 
antee does your administration propose for 
the quality of life for the individual who 
would be brought into our society based 
upon the pro-life stance? 

The President. Well, you're right, I do 
favor life. And I favor adoption. I think the 
answer is more adoption and fewer abortions. 
We've had 28 million. You know, this is an 
issue, Karen, that just divides this country. 
A lot of people feel differently than I do, 
and I have respect for their judgment. I hope 
they have respect for mine. But the answer— 
I wouldn't say it makes a difference to wheth- 
er a kid is adopted or brought into the world 
through a pro-life position, because kids that 
are born into families or kids that come and 
don’t have parents look after them, we have 
to have policies that help all of them. 

I think my program for getting more em- 
phasis on the private sector is good. We have 
increased the women and children WIC pro- 
gram, which is the main support from the 
Federal Government for women, infants, and 
children. The spending under the Bush ad- 
ministration has reached all-time highs. 
Therein lies the answer to those kids that 
are put off in foster homes and all of that. 

But I really believe the answer is to—it’s 
not a pro-life or a pro-choice question. It is 
how do you lift the hopes for all kids in this 
country. And I think with our emphasis on 
Head Start, education, we’ve got all but— 
all the 4-year-olds are now eligible. Increased 
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spending for Head Start, that’s very impor- 
tant. 

My whole program for education, America 
2000, which bypasses the powerful teachers 
union, but gets the teachers themselves in- 
volved in the community with the parents, 
is a good program. So I don’t discriminate 
between a child that comes into the world 
and is put up for adoption, between regular 
kids that are born into a family that need 
help. 


Welfare Reform 


Q. I find that there are lots of problems 
with Federal assistance. People that would 
like jobs can’t afford to work because they 
lose their benefits. What will you do to cor- 
rect that situation? 

The President. She raises a very impor- 
tant point. I favor the welfare reform. Let 
me give you an example of one thing that 
really troubles me with the existing setup and 
one of the reasons we're trying to get the 
Congress to change it. 

A mother is on welfare. A kid has a little 
piddly job somewhere saving for her edu- 
cation or his education. If that kid saves over 
$1,000, that mother gets off welfare. We have 
got to have welfare reform with workfare and 
learnfare. 

This isn’t just the Federal Government, 
ma'am. The way we do it, you give States 
waivers. Wisconsin’s taken a lead. Jersey's 
taken a lead. All of these States are trying 
different formulas for working and learning. 
But I think one of the reforms at the Federal 
level is the one you're talking about to permit 
these families to save a little more of what 
they get through jobs without getting thrown 
off of the welfare; work their way off. That 
is going to happen. That’s going to happen 
soon. 

Q. By the way, my son said to tell Millie 
hello. [Laughter] 

The President. Really? Hey, listen, how 
would you like to have an author in your fam- 
ily that, like Millie—the dog wrote a book, 
with a little help from Barbara Bush, and it 
made over $1 million. It’s now in Japan and 
Russia, and every dime of it has gone for 
education. It’s a wonderful thing. Now the 
dog’s thinking of writing another book. 
[Laughter] 
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Undecided Voters 


Q. Mr. President, in this highly competi- 
tive election, recent polls have indicated that 
many voters are still undecided. As the in- 
cumbent, do you consider this to be favorable 
or unfavorable to your reelection bid? 

The President. In the first place, I have 
trouble understanding the polls. Secondly, I 
think that’s favorable, because it’s my view 
in elections that a lot of people make up their 
minds, really make them up at the last week, 
the last few days, actually. I think there’s a 
lot of evidence to support that. 

So given the hammering that I’ve taken 
out there by these Democrats running 
around saying the economy is in the tank, 
in recession, now we see it’s growing at 2.7 
percent for the last quarter and growing for 
six quarters, I think that’s a good thing. I'd 
much rather have them open-minded. 

Here’s my view on all of this: Look, when 
you make mistake as President, you do like 
you teach your kids. Hey, say I was wrong. 
Let’s move forward. I think we’ve got by far 
the best programs for the economic recovery. 
I think people are beginning to see that, par- 
ticularly now that they see there’s some hope 
out there for the economy. 

I also believe that this one is right on your 
question. I don’t think many people yet have 
focused on the final decision: Who do you 
trust; who has the character; and things like 
foreign policy or the fact that your kids, my 
grandkids go to bed at night without that 
same fear of nuclear war. That’s not resonat- 
ing. You don’t read that on the front pages. 
But when people go into the booth, they're 
going to say, “Hey, let’s look at the overall 
record.” 

So I think undecided at this point is prob- 
ably positive for me. We see the polls closing 
nationally now, dramatically, over where it 
was just a week ago. These darned Sunday 
shows they have on television, these guys 
coming on there telling me that I have no 
chance. Heck with that. There’s too many 
elections to prove that contradictory. So I 
cannot live and die by the polls. But unde- 
cided at this point has got to be positive, 
given the negative coverage we've been re- 
ceiving. 
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NAFTA 


Q. Mr. President, my question: With the 
free trade agreement, big business that has 
headquarters here in the U.S., they can make 
their products in Mexico, bring it back here 
to sell. And by doing this, it’s going to reduce 
some of our tax base. And then when you're 
comparing the wage to a country with a lower 
standard of living than ours, competitively 
how would this benefit us? 

The President. Okay, I'll answer your 
question with a rhetorical question. If wage 
base is what’s required to locate plants, why 
is not Haiti the industrial capital of the 
world? You see my point. 

Businesses are not going to move overseas, 
flock overseas because of a fair trade agree- 
ment. Exports have saved our economy in 
a very extraordinarily difficult time. You look 
at the sales—exports and jobs created in 
tough economic times; it’s been related to 
exports. So do not believe the argument that 
exports and fair trade agreements are going 
to do anything but create jobs. They're going 
to create jobs. Don’t believe the argument 
that they’re going to cost jobs. The evidence 
is overwhelming. 

I come back to the point, if wage rates 
are the only thing that matters, why today 
aren't these companies all moved down there 
to wherever that might be? They're not going 
to do that. We’re going to create more jobs. 
It’s exports that’s going to lead the entire 
world, not just the United States, into new 
prosperity. I’m absolutely convinced of it. I’m 
against protection. I am for free trade. I think 
the NAFTA agreement with Mexico is ex- 
traordinarily positive. I think the conclusion 
of the GATT round that we’re working on 
right now would certainly benefit agriculture. 
I think it will benefit the entire world. 

So my view is, look, it’s not going to cost 
us jobs; it’s going to create jobs. Remember, 
if wages were the thing, Haiti would be 
booming, and they’re having a rough go down 
there. 


The Environment 

Q. Mr. President, yesterday the Courier 
Journal printed questions submitted to your 
campaign concerning your environmental is- 
sues, environmental policies, to which you 
did not respond. I was wondering if you 
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could clarify your environmental policy, spe- 
cifically regarding wetlands, and also if you 
could explain how you intend to strike a bal- 
ance between protecting the environment 
and creating new jobs? 

The President. Very important question. 
I don’t know the questionnaire you’re talkin 
about, but I think we’ve got a darned g 
environmental record. It has achieved a bal- 
ance, because I don’t believe you can go to 
the environmental extreme. 

Let me tell you: Since I’ve become Presi- 
dent, we passed a Clean Air Act. We have 
got a tree-planting program for a billion trees 
a year, which is a very sound program that 
will help clean up the environment, help the 
climate change. We’ve done well on the 
oceans. Our enforcement agency, the EPA 
has brought more enforcement actions 
against people that violate the environment 
than all of them put together, I believe, in 
the previous administration. So I think we're 
doing well in getting this balance. 

What was the other part of your question? 


I should have written it down. But you just 
asked about 

Q. specifically on your policies to- 
wards wetlands? 

The President. Wetlands, yes. We've got 
a — of no net loss of wetlands. But let 


me tell you something. When one of these 
extreme environmental groups considers all 
of Alaska, the tundra, a wetland, I say let’s 
find a balance, as your last part of your ques- 
tion said. We cannot go to the extreme. 

Farmers are good conservationists for the 
most part. And yet, some extreme rulings say 
if you've got a low place on your farm, you 
can’t even farm your own land. We've got 
a good no-net-loss-of-wetlands policy. I’m 
implementing it, and I think we should be 
very proud of it. But you've got a guy coming 
over here in Ozone Man, Gore, and he'll shut 
down this country, I'll tell you. And we've 
got to find the balance. 

I mean, it is too much when you go and 
say that the owl is so important that you're 
going to throw 30,000 people in the timber 
business out of work; or go up, as Mr. Gore’s 
book says, and say you want 40 miles to 45 
miles per gallon standards, fuel efficiency 
standards. You've got some auto stuff in this 
State, and you're going to throw those work- 
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ers needlessly out of work by setting these 
strange and too far-out standards. 

We've got to find what your last point was, 
a balance. I think we're striving very hard 
to do it. We've got a great environmentalist 
heading our EPA, and I am proud of the 
record. But I’m not going to go down to Rio, 
as Mr. Gore suggested, and sign a treaty— 
I don’t care how many countries are for it— 
if it goes against the interest of the United 
States. I’m proud of the record, but we're 
not on the extreme. 


Education 


Q. My question is, Mr. President, if re- 
elected, what is your plan to help the com- 
mon families with both parents that work and 
make less than $25,000 a year? 

The President. The best answer is edu- 
cation, because we’re moving into a new 
technical era. We’re moving into an era 
where math and science mean something. 
We have proposed, and indeed, it’s operating 
now under our Job Training 2000, a very vig- 
orous program, a $10 billion program to re- 
train people for the future. I mean, we've 
got a lot of defense workers, for example, 
that are coming out of defense because we've 
been successful in the cold war. 

Incidentally, my opponent, Mr. Gore, 
wants to cut the muscle of defense. He’ll say 
to Fort Campbell, Kentucky, forget it, we're 
going to cut many more troops than Colin 
Powell and Cheney tell me are necessary. I’m 
in charge of the national security, and I’m 
going to keep it strong. 

But job retraining is the answer to the fam- 
ily you’re talking about who aspires up the 
ladder. Part of our job retraining program 
says to a guy who is working at a job that 
you describe, maybe not the most produc- 
tive: While you’re working, you can partici- 
pate in this apprenticeship program. So I 
really believe that is the key and only answer. 
Then along with it comes the fundamentals 
of education reform for the kids. 


Racial Harmony 


Q. Good afternoon, Mr. President. It is 
generally agreed that over the last 12 years 
race relations in our country has greatly dete- 
riorated. What plans, if you are reelected, do 
you have to begin to heal our Nation? 
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The President. I’m not sure I agree with 
your premise about the last 12 years. I’m old 
enough to remember some really ugly scenes 
in this country when the country was really 
divided on race. And I think the country has 
come a long, long way over the past 25 years. 
So we start with a very different premise. 

Yes, there is some racism, and yes, I’ve 
tried as President to speak out against it. We 
have passed two major pieces of civil rights 
legislation, but what you're talking about, re- 
spect for each other, is not going to be legis- 
lated. But we passed the ADA bill that I 
mentioned, which is forward-leaning civil 
rights, and one bill to avoid discrimination 
in the workplace. So that has happened on 
my watch. But it’s not going to be legislated. 
It’s got to be done through good will. It’s 
got to be done through strengthening a fami- 
ly’s knowledge, education, so you educate out 
of the kids any propensity for intolerance. 
The President must continue to speak out 
against anti-Semitism or racial bigotry at 
every time. I think that’s the only thing that’s 
going to happen, moral persuasion. 

But please look at your history, because 
I think we would all remember that we've 
had times which have been uglier than now 
in terms of race relations. It’s not good, but 
we've got to make it better. I’ll tell you what 
we've got to do. We've got to strengthen our 
communities and our families. And the lib- 
erals hate it when I say this, but family is 
vital. 

When Mayor Bradley of Los Angeles—I’ll 
not filibuster here, but when he came to see 
me with a lot of other mayors from the Na- 
tional League of Cities, he said, “The biggest 
concern we’ve got about urban. unrest is the 
decline of the American family.” So let the 
liberal Democrats scream, but strengthening 
family, not through legislation but through 
education, teaching discipline, teaching re- 
spect for the law, supporting law enforce- 
ment people, choice in child care, choice in 
education, all of these things will strengthen 
the family. As that happens, we lower this 
threshold of discrimination which is terrible, 
and we've got to make it better. 


Education 


Q. My question is regarding education. 
Earlier, you mentioned Millie’s book. You 
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have said that you would subsidize families 
to send their children to private schools. 
Please explain to me why that’s better than 
putting more money and efforts into the pub- 
lic school system. Because my husband and 
I would fall in the middle class range, we 
would not be low-income to receive sub- 
sidies, and we’re not in the upper end to be 
able to afford to send children to—— 


The President. Let me try to explain it 
to you. I do believe in parental choice for 
public, private, and religious schools. When 
I got out of the service, many thousand years 
ago, I was eligible for the GI bill. And the 
GI bill said you can go to the college of your 
choice, religious college, you know, Holy 
Cross, or go to public State college or go to 
a private. We're giving an assist to the fam- 
ily—separation of church and state, money 
goes to the family. 


In Milwaukee, Wisconsin, the Democratic 
mayor and a black Democratic legislator, 
Polly Williams, came to see me to tell me 
how successful their choice plan had been. 
Her child was considered dysfunctional. And 
that child is now performing because they 
chose, and were assisted in the choice, a bet- 
ter school. 


The irony is that the public schools not 
chosen have found they are improving them- 
selves. And under the plan, under our “GI 
bill” for kids, they could have chosen a public 
school. So the plan is to try, in a model sys- 
tem, the choice to see if it doesn’t do what 
I’m convinced it will, which is elevate the 
public schools and private. 


Did you know 46 percent of the public 
schoolteachers in Chicago send their kids to 
private school? Now, why is that? It is that 
some of those public schools are not per- 
forming well enough. So I think competition 
will make them perform better, and that’s 
the basis. I know that the teachers union 
doesn’t like it, but I am convinced that na- 
tionwide it will work as it did in Milwaukee. 


I don’t want to probe into the international 
affairs of your family, but it can’t happen— 
there’s not enough money in the world to 
do it for every family. So there is a cutoff 


point. 
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Job Retraining 


Q. Mr. President, as a dislocated worker, 
an older worker, what kind of programs do 
you have in store for an older Tislocated 
worker? 

The President. Well, John, the only an- 
swer is this retraining program I mentioned 
here to the gentleman from Illinois. I believe 
that’s what the Federal Government should 
do. I’m sure your community has some train- 
ing programs, too. But that’s the answer. And 
we're going to have more of it because you're 
having to shift to higher technology out of 
ordinary jobs, jobs that heretofore have been 
pretty darned good, and you're having this 
change in defense. 

One other thing we’re doing, and this isn’t 
of any comfort to you right now, but we’re 
taking the laboratories, the Government labs, 
and having them cooperate with business to 
bring new technology to the private sector. 
That will mean new jobs. But it will mean 
in your case, sir, job retraining. 

Take a look at the programs, because I 
think you'll find some that might fit your 
needs. I hope you do, anyway, because I cer- 
tainly can empathize with somebody who is 
a good worker, wants to work, and can’t find 
work. I might say unemployment in this 
country has gone down for the last 3 months. 
And every time it happens, again back to my 
talking head friends: Bad news for President 
Bush, job market shrinks. Come on, it’s get- 
ting better. 

So we've got to keep this recovery going 
without doing bad things to it and helping 
stimulate it. And then a guy like John, who 
just mentioned this, will find work because 
I think we're going to have a much more 
plentiful job market. We created 15 million 
new jobs in the eighties, and I think we can 
do it more now that we’re coming out of this 


long, slow period. 
Education 


Q. Mr. President, you’ve declared yourself 
the education President. But why is our 
country still behind Japan in math and 
science? And what do you plan to do about 
it in the next 4 years? 

The President. When I came in as Presi- 
dent, we convened all the Governors. We did 
something that’s never been done before— 
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and I'll give Bill Clinton credit for this. He 
was one of the leaders in it as a Governor— 
to get educational standards. We adopted six 
national education standards, and commu- 
nities now are striving to reach them. One 
of the standards is math and science. Kids 
must be proficient in math and science by 
the year 2000. That’s caused a whole array 
of new teaching methods being used for 
math and science. 

So we've already started on that. And the 
program I referred to, I just refer you back 
to it, America 2000, because it really does 
help us achieve these six education goals. But 
you're on to something, and we've got to do 
better in math and science. Do you know 
we spend more per education per kid than 
every country except Switzerland? And we’re 
not getting the results. The Federal Govern- 
ment, what, 6 percent of the spending is from 
the Federal Government, and it’s way up. 
But that’s not good enough for this country. 
So we’ve got to break the mold in these 
schools. We've got to challenge the establish- 
ment. Education fundamentally hasn't 
changed in this country for the last 50 years. 
Now it’s got to, to accommodate young kids 


like this. 


The Economy 


Q. Mr. President, you mentioned the value 
of high wages to the entire economy. Re- 
cently in Winchester where I live, our once- 
largest employer, Rockwell International, 
closed their truck axle plant. Manufacturing 
jobs are now only 16 percent of our economy. 
In Germany, manufacturing jobs are fully 32 
percent of their economy, and they have the 
highest wages in the world. America’s now 
13th in wages and still falling. Governor Clin- 
ton favors a more direct partnership between 
business, labor, and Government, similar to 
the German approach. Why is this not a good 
idea to develop new technologies? 

The President. 1 challenge your figures 
on the wages. Manufacturing in this country 
is up as a percentage of our gross domestic 
product, manufacturing is. Some of the rea- 
son that manufacturing jobs has sloughed off 
is because manufacturing has become much 
more modern and streamlined. 

But the answer is not to do what Clinton 
wants, which is to have the Government in- 
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vest. He talks about Government investment. 
Government does not create wealth. And 
therein I have a—and most of Europe, in- 
cluding Germany, has moved away from this 
concept of this kind of social fabric of govern- 
ment in terms of business. 

You've got to free up through less regula- 
tion, less lawsuits. We’re killing ourselves 
with the cost of lawsuits. Less taxation; stimu- 
late—I just said earlier, and I won't repeat 
them, these ways to stimulate business in- 
vestment here. But we cannot go back to the 
failed European model of, you know, it used 
to be pure socialism. Those countries have 
all come out of it now. 

So I think we've got a little fact difference 
here as to how Germany is doing. They had 
a 4 percent negative growth, or 3 this last 
quarter, when we grew at 2.7. So I’m not 
about to think of Germany as the great exam- 
ple. They’re good on some things, and they 
make good products, but I notice that Ger- 
many is putting a BMW plant in South Caro- 
lina. Now, why are they doing that if this 
gentleman is so right about how swimming 
everything is going in Germany? Because 
we've got the best workers, and we’re the 
most productive nation there is. 

Sorry I can’t debate you eyeball to eyeball. 
I might come out ahead; I might not. You 
sound like you know what you're talking 
about. 

Mr. Butler. When the time is over for 
things like this, Helen Thomas usually says 
“Thank you, Mr. President,” and that’s where 
we are. 

The President. 1 look at my watch in the 
debate, and I caught the dickens for it. But 
time flies when you're having fun. [Laughter] 

Mr. Butler. We want to thank you. We 
want to thank my colleagues in Louisville 
where Jackie Hays had some very good ques- 
tions from her group; from WLEX-TV in 
Lexington, Tom Kenny had a good group to 
ask questions. And we want to thank all of 
you in our studio audience. I know that many 
of you had questions that didn’t get asked, 
but we appreciate those that were. So we 
thank all of you. 

And Mr. President, thank you for joining 
us today. We were real glad you came and 
answered the questions. 
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The President. I’m glad to be here. It’s 
a wonderful thing you di do, of public serv- 
ice, I think. I mean, it transcends politics, 
and it’s a very good thing. And I appreciate 
it. 

Mr. Butler. Maybe you won a few votes 
today out of all this. 

The President. Well, 1 don’t know. I hope 
so. That’s what it’s all about. 


Note: The question-and-answer session 
began at 1:30 p.m. at the WPSD-TV studios. 
Tom Butler, WPSD-TV vice president of 
news, served as moderator for the session. 
A tape was not available for verification of 


the content of this session. 


Remarks at a Miami Valley Rally in 
Kettering, Ohio 
October 27, 1992 


The President. Thank you, Mac. Thank 
you very, very much. Thank you Gerald 
McRaney. Thank you for that great Ohio wel- 
come. Thank you very, very much. Thank 
you. 

Audience members. Four more years! 
Four more years! Four more years! 

The President. We are fired up. Thank 
you. If I ever needed convincing, you have 
convinced me that we are going to win 4 
more years on November 3d. This is fantas- 
tic. Wall-to-wall people. And thank you for 
that great welcome. 

May I salute Congressman John Boehner, 
who is here with us today. And may I say, 
you hear a lot of talk around the country 
“Clean House,” change the Congress. Send 
Mike DeWine to the United States Senate, 
and let’s get on with changing this country 
for the better. While we’re at it, send Pete 
Davis to the United States Congress. We 
need a good man there. 

It’s great to be here at the birthplace of 
aviation. And the choice before the American 
people this year is a vast difference in experi- 
ence, a difference in philosophy, and yes, 
character counts, a difference in character. 

I think it is only fair that we look at the 
record of the man who wants to become 
President, because the other night at a de- 
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bate, Governor Clinton said this, “I want to 
do for America what I have done for Arkan- 
sas.” No way! 

Audience members. Boo-o-o! 

The President. Let me give you just a 
couple of statistics. Arkansas—and they've 
got wonderful people there—this man has 
been Governor for 10 years, I believe. He 
talks about the fact that they did the most 
job creation this year. True, but he was out 
of the State 85 percent of the time. For the 
10 years he’s been Governor, they're 30 per- 
cent below the national average. They are 
the 50th in environmental quality. They are 
50th in the percentage of adults with college 
degrees, 50th in the per capita spending on 
criminal justice, 49th on police protection, 
48th on adults with a high school diploma, 
48th in spending on corrections, 48th on 
teachers’ salaries. We cannot let him do that 
to the United States of America. 

You know, for months the Democrats have 
been going around this country telling every- 
body that we were in a deep recession and 
that they would change things. Let me tell 
you something. Today there was some good 
economic news for America. We have grown 
in this country for five consecutive quarters. 
And in the last quarter, growth was 2.7 per- 
cent, better than Japan, better than Ger- 
many, better than Europe. 

So don’t let these guys come in there talk- 
ing about change, and change things back to 
where they were the last time the Democrats 
had the White House and the Congress. Do 
you remember what it was like? 

Audience members. Boo-o-o! 

The President. Interest rates under 
Carter and the Congress was 21 percent, in- 
flation 15 percent. Governor Clinton and 
Gore, the Ozone Man, want to go ahead— 
this guy’s out of it. Where is he? I mean, 
come on. They say we’re in a deep recession. 
So what do they want to do? They want to 
raise your taxes by $150 billion and increase 
$220 billion in spending, and we're not going 
to let them do that to America. 

Change, change, change, change, change. 
All that’s going to—all you’re going to have 
left in your pocket if you listen to those guys. 
We're not going to let it happen. They and 
their media talk show people wouldn’t know 
it if good news hit them in the face. 
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Ninety-three percent of America is work- 
ing. And, yes, we’ve got to be concerned 
about those who aren’t. We've got the pro- 
gram to do it. The program isn’t to have Gov- 
ernment to invest. The program is to have 
small business unleashed from regulation, 
unleashed from regulation, from taxation, 
and yes, from litigation. We are suing each 
other too much and caring for each other 
too little in this country. 

Change, change—they forget that when 
they left—the last time they left office, infla- 
tion was wiping out every senior citizen at 
15 percent, and we brought it under control. 
People say, are you better off? Well, ask the 
homeowner who can refinance that mortgage 
and save a couple of thousand dollars a year. 
Ask a senior citizen who's saved all his or 
her life, saw those savings wiped out by the 
cruel Democrat Congress inflation. We got 
that back in the box, and that’s saving mil- 
lions for people. 

But here’s the good news for America, un- 
employment has been down for 3 straight 
months. And I said the country is growing 
at 2.7 percent. Let’s keep it growing by my 
plan, not by the Democrats’ plan. 

Here’s the way we're going to do it. Ex- 
ports have led the recovery at very difficult 
times. We are going to create more American 
jobs by opening these foreign markets to the 
best made-in-America products, the best in 
the entire world. 

The free trade agreement will create jobs. 
Ohio agriculture is moving. It will move bet- 
ter when we complete the GATT round, we 
complete the fair trade agreement. We can 
outhustle and outproduce any country in the 
world. We've got the message of optimism 
for this country and real growth. 

Governor Clinton wants to tax foreign in- 
vestment, he says. That would threaten 4.5 
million jobs, including 150,000 sight here in 
Ohio. The people are investing here because 
we've got the best workers in the world. Let’s 
not run them off. 

Audience members. We want Bush! We 
want Bush! We want Bush! 

The President. We've got a good record 
on the environment. But lili be darned if I’m 
going to go to the extreme. The Ozone Man 
and Governor Clinton want, listen to this 
one, they want 40 to 45 miles per gallon fuel 
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efficiency standards. That would throw every 
auto worker in Ohio out of his job. And I’m 
not going to let that happen. 

Audience members, Boo-o-o! 

The President. Twenty thousand jobs are 
at stake if we listen to the extremists that 
are coming out of the environmental move- 
ment. I care about that little spotted owl, but 
I also care about 30,000 families whose jobs 
are at stake. 

I mentioned need for small business to 
have the burden of legal reform lifted, but 
it’s not just small business. People are afraid 
to coach Little League because of crazy law- 
suits. Doctors are afraid to deliver babies be- 
cause somebody's going to come and sue 
them for malpractice, or the hospitals have 
to raise the cost and raise the tests for fear 
they'll get some crazy lawsuit. A citizen going 
along the highway is afraid to stop and help 
his fellow American because he’s afraid 
somebody’s going to say, “Oh, you didn’t do 
it just right. We’re going to sue you.” We've 
got to put some restrictions on these out- 
rageous lawsuits. We've got to care for each 
other more. 

Health care, health care, we have the best 
plan for health care. It makes insurance avail- 
able to the poorest of the poor through 
vouchers. It gives tax relief to the next in- 
come group. It says make insurance available 
through pooling, bring the cost down, do 
something about malpractice, but do not get 
the Government further into the health care 
business. 

On education, the answer in a struggling 
time is to educate people better, and we’ve 
got the best program. America 2000 says to 
the communities and to the teachers—not to 
that all-powerful teachers union that tries to 
dictate to these teachers—it says to them, 
look, we’re going to work with you. We have 
1,700 America 2000 communities already in 
existence, many of them right here with Ohio 
in the lead. And we've got to revolutionize 
education. We've got to give these things 
every opportunity. One big difference I have 
with Governor Clinton and Gore is this: I 
want to see the parents be able to choose 
public, private, or religious schools and give 
them a chance. 

You know, Barbara and I talk about family 
values. One family value is that a family 
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ought to be able to grow up in a neighbor- 
hood free of crime and drugs. And I back 
our police officers. I don’t want some left- 
wing judges appointed to the Supreme Court 
who don’t care about the victims of crime 
and spend all their time worrying about the 
criminals. Let’s turn it around. Let’s have 
more compassion for the victims and less for 
the criminals. 

You know, the Arkansas—I hate to go back 
to that because we’re on a roll here—go back 
to Arkansas—a guy is sentenced, he spends 
20 percent of that sentence under the—that'’s 
not enough. Under the Federal prison pro- 
gram, 85 percent. We must support our po- 
lice. 

The other day from Arkansas eight people 
came to see me, and they endorsed me for 
President. They were the Fraternal Order of 
Police of Little Rock, Arkansas. 

Here’s the big difference. Here’s the big 
difference. Clinton and Gore talk about Gov- 
ernment investing in getting jobs. The Gov- 
ernment takes your money and does not in- 
vest. It is the business sector. It is the mom 
and pop store. It is small business that needs 
relief. And here’s the way we’re going to give 
it to them. Here’s the way we're going to 
get that deficit down and get the mortgage 
burden off the back of these kids: 

One, give me a balanced budget amend- 
ment and force the Congress to get this defi- 
cit down. 

Two, give us a check-off so the individual 
taxpayer can check his tax return, she can 
say—he or she can check it and say 10 per- 
cent of my tax must go to reducing the Fed- 
eral deficit. Make the Congress do it. 

Third, give me what 43 Governors have. 
Congress can’t do it. Give me that line-item 
veto, and let the President have a shot. 

Four, the President has a limited number 
of terms, two terms for a President. Let's 
limit the terms on the U.S. Congress and 
hand the power back to the people. 

I have a big argument—I talk about trust 
and character, and I believe they are impor- 
tant. In the debate, Governor Clinton said, 
“It’s not the character of the President. It 
is the character of the Presidency.” He’s 
wrong. The two are interlocked. You've got 
to stand for something as President of the 
United States. 
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Let me tell you something. I have learned 
this as President. You can’t please everybody 
on everything. It’s like any normal human 
being; you make a mistake; you look the 
American people in the eye and say, “I did 
it,” then you go on and lead. But you cannot 
be all things to all people. 

My argument with Governor Clinton is, he 
tries to be on all sides of all questions. On 
right to work, he’s for it in the South, against 
it when he talks to the labor unions. On free 
trade, he’s for it, and you heard this in the 
debate, “I’m for it, but.” You can’t have any 
“buts” in the White House. 

On term limits, he sees the merits of it, 
but he’s opposed to it. And on the Gulf war, 
how do you like this for leadership from the 
Commander in Chief. When the going got 
tough, here’s what he said, “I agree with the 
arguments of the minority’—that’s who 
wanted to stand pat—“I agree with the argu- 
ments of the minority, but I guess I would 
have voted with the majority.” You cannot 
waffle when you’re Commander in Chief of 
the Armed Forces. 

Audience members. Boo-o-o! 

The President. There is a pattern of de- 
ception. And we simply cannot 

Audience members. Give 
George. 

The President. I'm trying to. We cannot 
have—you know, the guy’s got a good point. 
Do you remember when Harry Truman was 
campaigning and a guy yells, “Give ‘em hell, 
Harry.” “I don’t give ’em hell. I just tell the 
truth, and they think it’s hell.” 

But seriously, you've got to call them as 
you see them, as the umpires do. You can’t 
just be out there and lead by misleading, and 
you cannot turn the White House into the 
waffle house. You've got to stand for some- 
thing. 

No, we now see, America sees clearly that 
we are not in the recession, as told by the 
Clinton-Gore ticket and repeated endlessly 
on that television. We have some difficult 
problems. But I have the best programs to 
solve these problems. 

Let me tell you this. Here’s the end of 
it, and here is the bottom line as you go to 
the polls on Tuesday. Barbara—and I think 
we've got a first-class First Lady, I might add. 
She and I—I told you I think character and 


hell, 


“em 
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trust matter because people all around the 
world look to the White House, look to the 
Oval Office, at least for integrity and honor. 
I served my country in war, hopefully with 
duty, honor, and country in the foremost. I 
had to make very difficult decisions as Com- 
mander in Chief of the Armed Forces. And 
believe me, it is tough when you have to send 
someone else’s son, someone else’s daughter 
into harm’s way. But we did it, and the sons 
and daughters of Ohio kicked the aggressor 
out of Kuwait and restored the Aa. ard 
of the United States to the entire world. 

So I ask you to meditate and think on what 
Mac said. When that Oval Office phone rings 
or at night the phone at White House rings, 
my question to the American people is, who 
do you trust? Who do you trust for the secu- 
rity—[applause|—far more important than 
partisan politics is the honor of the United 
States of America. 

I have tried to uphold the public trust. I 
believe we have the programs. I am abso- 
lutely convinced that Clinton-Gore are 
wrong when they say we're a nation in de- 
cline. Good heavens, we are the leading na- 
tion in the entire world. We are not in de- 
cline. 

Now I ask, on Tuesday, I ask you to go 
to the polls and get your friends to the polls. 
I ask for your support. I ask for your vote 
to let me finish the job of lifting up the young 
lives here and giving America a prosperous 
4 more years. 

May God bless the United States. Thank 
you all very much. 


Note: The President spoke at 6:10 p.m. at 
the Frazee Pavilion. In his remarks, he re- 
ferred to actor Gerald McRaney. A tape was 
not available for verification of the content 


of these remarks. 


Memorandum of Disapproval for 
Legislation To Include Revere 
Beach, Massachusetts, in the 
National Park System 


October 27, 1992 


I am withholding my sn of H.R. 


2109, which would require the Secretary of 
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the Interior to conduct a study of Revere 
Beach, Massachusetts, and provide alter- 
natives on the appropriate Federal role in 
preserving and interpreting this site. 

The National Park Service (NPS) studies 
many sites to determine if they are nationally 
significant and therefore suitable for inclu- 
sion in the National Park System. A site is 
nationally significant if it is an outstanding 
example of a unique natural, historic, or cul- 
tural resource with demonstrated importance 
to the entire Nation. 

In many instances, the Congress has used 
the findings of a congressionally mandated 
NPS study, regardless of the study’s conclu- 
sion, to justify authorization of a new unit 
of the National Park System. To restore 
credibility and a national focus to its study 
process, the NPS reestablished in 1991 a pro- 
gram to evaluate sites and prioritize can- 
didates for future study. The most promising 
candidates identified by the NPS experts 
would be proposed for formal study. 


For my fiscal year 1993 Budget request, 
NPS professionals rated and ranked 41 can- 
didates from criteria established by the De- 
partment of the Interior. The fiscal year 1993 
Budget proposed $1.2 million to study the 
seven highest-rated candidates from the list 
of 41 originally reviewed. The Congress ap- 
propriated $848,000 to conduct four of the 
studies proposed by the NPS. 


The NPS experts have not identified the 
Revere Beach study as a high priority. The 
effect of this legislation would be to place 
completion of this study before the comple- 
tion of other studies that the experts agree 
are much more important to the Nation. 


H.R. 2109 would ignore professional anal- 
ysis and budget constraints. It would also un- 
dermine the critical objective of identifying 
and evaluating the Nation’s most promising 
natural, historic, and cultural assets for pro- 
tection as units of the National Park System. 
I am therefore withholding my approval of 
H.R. 2109. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 27, 1992. 
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Note: This memorandum follows the text as 
released by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 27. 


Statement on Signing the Battered 
Women’s Testimony Act of 1992 


October 27, 1992 


Today I am signing into law H.R. 1252, 
the “Battered Women’s Testimony Act of 
1992.” 

Each year, more than 3 million women are 
the victims of domestic violence. Of these, 
between 3,000 and 4,000 are murdered by 
a spouse or domestic partner. Many of these 
attacks are witnessed by children. 

Some victims of domestic violence are 
driven to retaliate and even kill their abusive 
spouses. In some cases these victims may 
raise as a legal defense “battered woman’s 
syndrome.” This syndrome, which some ex- 
perts believe is brought on by — phys- 
ical, mental, or sexual attacks by a spouse 
or partner, may help to explain or extenuate 
these retaliatory attacks. Expert testimony re- 
garding the nature and effect of “battered 
woman’s syndrome” is not universally accept- 
ed by all the States. 

H.R. 1252 addresses the problems associ- 
ated with the defense of “battered woman’s 
syndrome” in two ways. First, it authorizes 
a study on the admissibility of expert testi- 
mony on the experiences of battered women 
in the defense of criminal cases under State 
law. Second, the bill directs the development 
and dissemination of training materials to as- 
sist battered women and their attorneys and 
advocates in using expert testimony in appro- 
priate cases. 

I am pleased to approve this legislation and 
to commend its sponsor and cosponsors for 
taking this important step in cuhelling vio- 
lence against women. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 27, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 27. 
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Statement on Signing Legislation on 
Child Custody Litigation 


October 27, 1992 


Today I am signing into law H.R. 1253, 
a bill that provides for research and training 
materials to assist State courts in child cus- 
tody litigation involving domestic violence. 


Domestic violence is a serious problem in 
our Nation. Each year more than 3 million 
women are the victims of domestic violence. 
Much of this violence is witnessed by chil- 
dren, often with devastating and far-reaching 
emotional and psychological consequences. 


Many battered women eventually divorce 
their husbands. But spousal abuse does not 
always end with divorce. In fact, the abuse 
can become worse, especially in connection 


with child custody litigation. 


H.R. 1253 takes an important step in ad- 
dressing this problem. The bill authorizes the 
funding of up to five projects to investigate 
and carry out research regarding State judi- 
cial decisions in child custody cases that in- 
volve domestic violence. The legislation also 
authorizes the development and dissemina- 
tion of training materials to assist State courts 
in formulating appropriate responses in such 
cases. 


This legislation will help send a strong 
message about our commitment both to com- 
batting domestic violence and to ensuring 
that the children of battered women are 
raised in safe, loving, and nonabusive envi- 
ronments. I am pleased to sign H.R. 1253 
and commend its sponsor and cosponsors for 
their foresight and concern. 


George Bush 
The White House, 
October 27, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 27. 
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Statement on Signing the Preventive 
Health Amendments of 1992 


October 27, 1992 


Today I am signing into law H.R. 3635, 
the “Preventive Health Amendments of 
1992.” The primary purpose of this legisla- 
tion is to authorize appropriations for, and 
make amendments to, the Preventive Health 
and Health Services Block Grant (Prevention 
Block Grant) administered by the Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services (HHS). 


My Administration is committed to the im- 
portance of preventive health services. Sup- 
port of prevention programs is a sound in- 
vestment in our future. H.R. 3635 authorizes 
programs that will provide States with fund- 
ing needed to target their prevention efforts 
as effectively as possible toward reducing 
some of the Nation’s most pressing health 
problems. 


H.R. 3635 will authorize appropriations 
through fiscal year 1997 for the Prevention 
Block Grant. This block grant is important 
for funding activities intended to achieve the 
national health objectives for the year 2000. 
The Prevention Block Grant represents an 
effective means of financing activities de- 
signed to reduce the burden of disease and 
premature death in this country. 


This legislation will also continue HHS 
programs to prevent lead poisoning in chil- 
dren. Lead poisoning is the most common 
and societally devastating environmental dis- 
ease of young children. This program enables 
us to identify children who have lead levels 
in their blood high enough to impair their 
health and to refer them to the help they 
need. 


I am gratified to see health legislation that 
focuses on prevention. I applaud the cooper- 
ative effort that made it possible. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 27, 1992. 
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Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 27. 


Statement on Signing the 
Telecommunications Authorization 
Act of 1992 


October 27, 1992 


Today I am signing into law H.R. 6180, 
the “Telecommunications Authorization Act 
of 1992.” The Act codifies authorities of the 
National Telecommunications and Informa- 
tion Administration (NTIA) in the Depart- 
ment of Commerce. The Act reflects the im- 
portance to the Nation of the development 
of sound telecommunications and informa- 
tion policies. 

In addition to codifying these authorities, 
however, the Act contains some problematic 
and unnecessary provisions. I have instructed 
the Secretary of Commerce to work with the 
next Congress to amend or delete these trou- 
blesome provisions. Among the provisions 


that are unnecessary or disruptive to the effi- 
cient Federal management of telecommuni- 
cations policy are the following: 

—Section 105(d), which restricts the Sec- 
retary of Commerce from reassigning 
any NTIA function without first report- 
ing to — congressional commit- 


tees and waiting for 90 legislative days. 
This section undermines the Secretary’s 
ability to manage the Department effec- 
tively. 

—Section 104, which will unnecessarily 
micromanage NTIA’s responsibility for 
Federal use of the radio frequency spec- 
trum by detailing specific requirements 
for public participation. NTIA is already 
meeting the pelt goal of increasing 
public participation in these activities. 

The Act also contains provisions specifying 

responsibilities for the Department of Com- 
merce in providing advice on telecommuni- 
cations policies. These will be interpreted in 
a way that does not restrict my authority to 
supervise the executive branch. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 27, 1992. 
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Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 27. 


Statement on Signin iy si 
Mammography Qu Standards 
Act of 1992 


October 27, 1992 


Today I am signing into law H.R. 6182, 
the “Mammograp ie y Quality Standards Act of 
1992.” This aoe legislation will help 
make mammography screening safer and 
more accurate. 

As National Breast Cancer Awareness 
Month draws to an end, we are reminded 
that one woman in eight will develop this 
devastating disease during her lifetime. 
Fighting breast cancer has been—and con- 
tinues to be—one of my health care prior- 
ities. 

For women with breast cancer, early diag- 
nosis is crucial to successful treatment. We 
all know that safe and accurate mammog- 
raphy screening, together with monthly self- 
examinations, are essential to making an early 
diagnosis. H.R. 6182 will enhance the quality 
of mammographies performed in the United 
States. It will require facilities that perform 
this procedure to meet a set of national 
standards. The legislation contains an im 
tant provision allowing States to have their 
own certification programs as long as their 
requirements are no less stringent than the 
national program. 


I wholeheartedly support the very im 
tant purpose of this legislation. I app el 
Senator Orrin Hatch, who worked to improve 
the bill and to accommodate Administration 
concerns about the overly regulatory nature 
of the initial proposal. Today, I am directing 
the Secretary of Health and Human Services 
to ensure, to the maximum extent possible, 
that no professional group assumes a de facto 
monopoly on the provision of mammography 
services. In addition, the standards imple- 
menting the new program should create no 
unnecessary burdens on service providers or 
barriers to women’s access to this vital serv- 
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ice. This legislation requires studies on cost- 
effective regulation and related performance 
measurements of mammography services 
that my Administration will follow with inter- 
est and use in formulating future policy pro- 
posals. 

I especially applaud Marilyn Quayle, 
whose own mother died of breast cancer, for 
being a champion in the fight against this 
dreadful disease. My Administration is deep- 
ly committed to ensuring that every woman 
in this country has access to affordable, high- 
quality mammograms. This bill will com- 
plement those efforts. 


I must note, however, that certain provi- 
sions of this legislation must be interpreted 
so that they are consistent with the Appoint- 
ments Clause of the Constitution. Specifi- 
cally, I do not interpret the language of pro- 
posed 42 U.S.C. 351(g)(1), pertaining to in- 
spections of facilities performing mammo- 
grams, to permit persons other than officers 
of the United States duly appointed pursuant 
to the Appointments Clause to exercise sig- 
nificant Government authority. Similarly, I 
do not view the language of proposed 42 
U.S.C. 351(g), pertaining to State enforce- 
ment programs, as giving State officers the 
authority to enforce Federal law. Instead, I 
view it as giving the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services the authority to exempt 
States from the regime of Federal regulation 
if he determines that a parallel system of 
State regulation provides a satisfactory alter- 
native to Federal regulation. 


I also do not interpret the language of pro- 
posed 42 U.S.C. 351(j), giving the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services the right to 
bring suit in Court, to impair the authority 
of the Attorney General to conduct all litiga- 
tion on behalf of the United States, its agen- 
cies, and its officers. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 27, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 27. 
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Statement on Signing Legislation 
Establishing the Keweenaw National 
Historical Park 


October 27, 1992 


Today I am signing into law S. 1664, which 
establishes the Keweenaw National Histori- 
cal Park. The Act also establishes the 
Keweenaw National Historical Park Advisory 
Commission, most of the Members of which 
are appointed by the Secretary of the Interior 
from among the nominees submitted by var- 
ious State and local officials. Because most 
of the Members are effectively selected by 
various State and local government officials, 
and thus are not appointed in conformity 
with the Appointments Clause of the Con- 
stitution, Article II, section 2, clause 2, I sign 
this bill on the understanding that the Com- 
mission will serve only in an advisory capacity 
and will not exercise executive authority. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 27, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 27. 


Statement on Signing Delaware 
River Port Authority Supplemental 
Compact Legislation 


October 27, 1992 


Today I am signing into law S. 2964, a bill 
granting the consent of the Congress to a 
supplemental compact or agreement be- 
tween the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
and the State of New Jersey concerning the 
Delaware River Port Authority. 

Although I have signed S. 2964, I will with- 
hold my approval of H.R. 5452 because it 
is identical to S. 2964. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 27, 1992. 
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Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 27. 


Remarks on Departure from Lima, 
Ohio 
October 28, 1992 


I understand that Bruce Willis had a few 
words to you, and—[applause]. But let me 
tell you something. I think this country likes 
a fighter. I think this country likes somebody 
who does not let the national media, nor cer- 
tainly Clinton and Gore get him down, and 
is going to fight right on and win this election. 

I can tell you this. I was just on a television 
show, and I can repeat there what I said 
then—I am absolutely convinced because of 
this kind of turnout of public support, be- 
cause of what we tried to do in terms of 
bringing world peace, because of the move- 
ment now in this economy where clearly 
Gore is wrong, Clinton is wrong when they 
say we're in a recession—yesterday we saw 
that this economy is growing, and now we've 
got to keep it growing until every American 
that is hurting has a better opportunity. 

So I am very grateful to you. For you who 
might be first-time voters, do not take any- 
thing for granted. Go to the polls. Get your 
friends to vote. It is a privilege. It is an Amer- 
ican privilege to vote, and you ought to do 
that. So be sure to get to the polls. We only 
have a handful of days left. 

I was telling Jim Baker in the car, I can 
hardly believe it, that we've only got 6 days. 
But things are moving nationally, good news 
in the national polls today. We're going to 
show these critics and these naysayers and 
these people of voices of gloom and doom 
that we are going to win because I have con- 
fidence in America; because our economic 
program is right; because the world is indeed 
more peaceful. I’m going to ask for your sup- 
port and your trust, based on character, be- 
cause I believe we have the best economic 
answers to lead this country and the entire 
world to new prosperity. 

Thank you, and may God bless you all. 
May God bless each and every one of you 
on this beautiful day in Ohio. 
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Note: The President spoke at 9:14 a.m. at 
Allen County Airport. In his remarks, he re- 
ferred to actor Bruce Willis. A tape was not 
available for verification of the content of 
these remarks. 


Remarks at a Rally in Toledo, Ohio 
October 28, 1992 


The President. Thank you so very much. 
Let me just thank Bruce Willis, a man of 
conviction. I'll tell you a little story about 
Bruce. About 4 months ago, when everyone 
was declaring us dead and buried politically, 
we got a phone call at the White House. 
Somebody came to me and said, “Well, 
Bruce Willis is calling.” I said, “Well, how 
do you know it’s Bruce Willis?” And they 
said, “Well, it is.” 

So we called back, and when things were 
really rough, down he came. Barbara and I 
had dinner with him, and he has been out 
there, working hard, helping me at every 
turn, and I am very, very grateful to him. 

Let me tell you something that I think 
Ohioans know, but again, on a very personal 
basis something I foal strongly about. I know 
you know you've got a great Governor. But 
I want you to know that the Voinoviches are 
close, personal friends of ours to whom we 
will always be grateful. He is a good and de- 
cent and strong leader for this State, and I’m 
grateful to George Voinovich. 

I want to salute Walbridge Mayor Robson; 
and Donna Owens, the former Mayor of To- 
ledo; Tom Nowe, the Republican Party 
Chairman. Do me a good favor. Do your- 
selves a favor. Do the country a favor. Clean 
Senate, and send Mike DeWine to the Unit- 
ed States Senate. We don’t need any more 
gridlocked Congress, so help me clean 
House, and send Ken Brown to the United 
States Congress. 

I love this sign back here: Six days to vic- 
tory. Believe me, we are going to win this 
election. The reason we're going to win is 
that there is a vast difference in experience, 
a vast difference in philosophy, and a vast 
difference in character and trust. Believe me, 
character and trust matter for President of 
the United States. 
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Governor Voinovich kind of put it out 
there as it is, talking about the Arkansas 
record. One reason I will win the election 
is, after 11 months of distorting our record, 
we begin to put into focus the Arkansas 
record. I'll repeat just one or two parts of 
it, because it is 50th in the quality of environ- 
mental initiatives in Arkansas, 50th in per- 
centage of adults with college degrees, 50th 
spending on criminal justice, 49th per capita 
of police protection, 48th in percentage of 
adults with a high school e sommy and on 
and on and on it goes. 

Governor Clinton bragged about leading 
the Nation in jobs. They did it for one year, 
and he was out of the State for 85 percent 
of the year. The rest of the time, they were 
30 percent behind the national. 

You know, there was a scary moment in 
one of those debates. He said, “I want to 
do for America what I’ve done to Arkansas.” 
I said, “No way. Please, no.” 

No, but, you know, if you listen to Gov- 
ernor Clinton and the Ozone Man, and all 
they do is talk about—you know who I mean, 
Mr. Ozone? You know what they'd do to the 
auto workers right here in Toledo? They 
want CAFE standards. Those are fuel effi- 
ciency standards of 40 to 45 miles per gallon. 
Talk to the union guys working in the plants 
here in the auto business. That will put al- 
most every Ohio auto worker out of work 
if we went for the extreme on the environ- 
ment. I have a strong environmental record, 
but I’m not going to let Mr. Ozone dictate 
to the American worker. 

One of the reasons things are moving— 
and everybody here knows that it’s moving 
nationally—good news out there today on 
these national surveys. One reason it’s mov- 
ing is that people do not want $150 billion 
in new taxes and $220 billion in new spend- 
ing. We cannot get the deficit going up. 
We've got to bring it down. Let me tell you 
how we're going to do it. 

We're going to control the growth of 
spending, and then I’m going to get the 
American people to insist that we get a bal- 
anced budget amendment to force the Con- 
gress to do it; that we get a check-off so every 
person in this country paying income tax can 
check 10 percent on their income tax, and 
make that go to one thing, and that’s one 
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thing alone: reducing the deficit. The Con- 
gress is going to have to cut to make that 
possible. Then the third thing we're going 
to do is get the American people to insist 
that the President be given what 43 Gov- 
ernors have. Give me that line-item veto and 
let’s get that spending under control. Those 
three things will help enormously. 

There’s one more that I like. Presidents 
serve two terms. Let’s give the Congress back 
to the people and have term limits for the 
Members of the United States Congress. 

I had it figured out one day in one of the 
speeches. I think Governor Clinton and the 
Ozone Man had about 58 references to 
change. Change, change, change. Raise the 
taxes $150 billion, and that’s all you'll have 
left in your pocket is change. We’re not going 
to do that. 

Something happened yesterday that’s cast- 
ing fear into the hearts of these talking heads 
on television, fear into the hearts of the Clin- 
ton-Gore team. You know what it was? It 
came out that our economy had grown at 2.7 
percent for the last quarter, and it puts the 
lie to the fact that we are in a deep recession. 
And yes, people are hurting; oa yes, a guy 
has a job today and might not know whether 
he’s going to have it tomorrow. But the an- 
swer is, we are not in a recession. We are 
growing. If you go to their plan, you'll put 
us back into a Jimmy Carter malaise days, 
with interest rates at 21 

Audience members. Boo-o-o! 

The President. Hey, wait a minute, I 
don’t want to ruin this meeting, but you re- 
member what it was when you had a Demo- 
cratic President and a liberal—you had 21.5 
percent interest rates, and you had inflation 
at 15 percent. They did it through the same 
Clinton siren’s call of tax or spend. Let’s kee 
this economy growing. Let’s reduce the Fed. 
eral deficit. Let’s control spending, and let’s 
control taxes. 

Two point seven. The economy: 

Audience members. Four more years! 
Four more years! Four more years! 

The President. You know, let me tell you 
something. Let me tell you something good 
about this country. You hear plenty that’s bad 
from the Clinton-Gore ticket. Our economy 
is growing. It’s growing too weakly, but we’re 
going to lead the country through increasing 
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jobs that sell the best-made products in the 
world. That’s U.S.A.-made products. Expand 
our markets abroad through exports. 

We are leading the world in exports, and 
that means jobs for America. Our economy 
is doing better than Japan, than France, than 
Germany, than England. You hear them talk 
about it, Clinton and Gore. The only way 
they can win is to convince the American 
people that we’re in a deep recession, and 
we're not. The good news yesterday—even 
the talking heads on those Sunday television 
shows are going to find a hard time making 
bad news out of good news. I’m tired of that. 

You know, we landed out here, came in 
a helicopter and landed next to a factory out 
here. There was a big sign. And on it, it said, 
“Annoy the Media. Reelect Bush.” Why is 
it? Why is it that everybody, Democrat, Re- 
publican, liberal or conservative know what 
that sign means? 

Now, I ask your forbearance, and I'll tell 
you why. We’ve got some good people travel- 
ing with us in the press. And because they've 
felt that sign so strongly, some of them start- 
ed hectoring the cameramen or the photog- 
raphers. These are the good guys. Leave 
them alone. They're just doing their job. 
Take your frustrations out, as I do, on the 
guys back East in those Sunday talk shows 
who tell you everything that’s wrong, wheth- 
er they're Republicans or Democrats, be- 
cause we're going to make them eat their 
words on November 3d. 

No, all I’m asking is that people make a 
comparison on the plans, and I’ve told you 
the fundamental differences. But we've got 
to keep going forward. I'll tell you a big dif- 
ference we have. Governor Clinton talks 
about getting the Government to invest to 
create jobs. That’s what Europe tried, and 
that’s where Europe failed. It is not the Gov- 
ernment that does it. It is small business that 
creates the jobs in this country. They create 
two-thirds of the jobs. 

How do we help them? We give them a 
little relief for taxation. Give them an invest- 
ment tax allowance. Give them a capital gains 
so a new guy will get out there and start a 
new business. Give that first-time homebuyer 
a tax credit so he or she can buy a home 
and live the American dream. 
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Then we lighten up on regulation. And one 
other thing where I have a big difference 
with the Governor from Arkansas, and that 
is on litigation. We are suing each other too 
much and caring for each other too little; 
$200 billion a year go to lawyers; $25 billion 
to $50 billion are added to your health bills 
every year because of these crazy malpractice 
suits. Little League coaches are scared to 
coach because somebody will come up and 
sue them. You good Samaritans are afraid to 
stop along the highway for—afraid if you 
move the person, then this—“Oh, you did 
that wrong,” and they'll slap a lawsuit on you. 
We've got to end and cap these crazy law- 
suits. 

Governor Clinton will not do that, because 
the trial lawyers are his biggest supporters. 
The lead trial lawyer in Arkansas sent around 
a letter: Elect our man and then we won't 
have anything to worry about changing the 
lawsuits. 

We've got to help the American people— 
the doctors, the medical practitioners, by re- 
ducing the fear of nutty lawsuits. 

Speaking of health care, we've got an enor- 
mous difference on that. Governor Clinton, 
typical of the way the liberal Democrats 
work, he wants to set up a board to kind 
of set the controls and prices. You can’t do 
that. The Bush plan is good. Provide insur- 
ance through vouchers to the poorest of the 
poor, pool the insurance, provide tax credit 
to the next people—the most overtaxed end 
of the tax scale on the working men and 
women in this country—pool the insurance, 
control malpractice, streamline the effi- 
ciency, and get the cost down through this 
pooling, but keep the Government from ra- 
tioning health care. 

My daughter-in-law, Margaret, is a teach- 
er. God bless the teachers, because they are 
out there trying to restore some values to 
these kids. And we have a good program in 
education. We have a good program. It by- 
passes the NEA that tells the teachers how 
to think and supports the bureaucracy. We 
have 1,700 communities participating in this 
program. We have a rather old-fashioned 
idea. We think that the parents should have 
the right to choose public, private, or reli- 
gious schools. Give them a chance to do that. 
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We have a positive record. One out of two 
college students has financial aid. We've in- 
creased the Pell grants. We've increased dra- 
matically Head Start spending. We've got a 
- education program, but it puts our con- 

idence with the teachers and with the local 
community, and not with that educational 
bureaucracy that’s sopping up the money and 
not letting it get to the classroom. 

I have a big difference with the Governor 
on crime, because I have an old-fashioned 
idea. We ought to have a little more sym- 
ne for the victims of crime and a little 
ess for the criminal. Governor Clinton wants 
to put—Governor Clinton—quiet, you guys. 
[Laughter] Governor Clinton wants to put 
Mario Cuomo on the Supreme Court. How 
do you like that? 

Audience members. Boo-o-o! 

The President. And I instead want to back 
up those police officers that lay their lives 
on the line for you and for me and for our 
neighborhoods every day of their lives. Let’s 
pass the Bush plan, the tough anti-crime, 
pro-law enforcement, and pass that legisla- 
tion, and let’s help our communities. It just 
isn’t right for a mother afraid to send her 
kid down to the corner store for fear of some 
criminal in the neighborhood. We have got 
to win the fight on drugs. We've got to win 
the fight on neighborhood crime. We've got 
to back our police officers with strong legisla- 
tion, and we’ve got to restore the family val- 
ues that teach these children right from 
wrong. 

You know, I see all these signs about trust. 
Let me tell you, I do have a big difference 
with Governor Clinton. It was expressed by 
him. It was expressed by him in one of the 
debates where he said—he put it this way— 
he said, “It isn’t the character of the Presi- 
dent.” He said, “It is the character of the 
Presidency.” My view is this: When you're 
in that White House and when you are the 
President of the United States, the character 
of the President shapes and is interlocked 
with the character of the Presidency. You 
+ ’t ae them. 

ment with him is you cannot be 
on ee be sides of every issue. You cannot flip- 
flop. You cannot turn the White House into 
the waffle house. He'll go to the unions here 
in Toledo and say he’s against right to work, 
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and yet in Arkansas he is for it. In one point 
he’s for term limits, and then he says “oh, 
no”—when he gets into the hands of the 
Congressmen that he wants to work with, he 
says, “Oh, no, I am against it.” He is, on the 
North American free trade agreement—you 
heard it in the debate. He said, well—first 
he had some reservations, then he is for it, 
then he goes to the labor union leaders, not 
the rank and file. He finds out he’s against 
it. Then he’s for it. And then at the debate 
you heard him, “Well, I am for it, but.” He 
does. You can’t have a lot of buts in the White 
House, believe me. 

But the biggest difference, I think the 
clearest difference in this race will be the 
responsibility a President has as Commander 
in Chief of the Armed Forces. The biggest 
difference I had with him was on the war. 
I had to organize an international coalition. 
I had to bring along a reluctant Democratic 
Congress. I had to make a very tough deci- 
sion. 

I mentioned this the other night. Barbara 
and I sat up there at Camp David on a Sun- 
day before we knew the war was going to 
start. We'd given the orders to Colin Powell, 
who passed them on to Norm Schwartzkopf. 
Believe me, it isn’t any fun to have a decision 
like that on your hands, because you have 
: send someone else’s son or someone else’s 

hter maybe to die for their country. But 
I tai what I felt was right. I made the proper 
decision. We kicked this Saddam Hussein out 
of Kuwait. We restored the leadership—[ap- 
plause|—we restored the U.S. position as the 
only credible, trusted leader in the whole 
world. 

And where was Bill? Let me tell you. He 
said—here’s what he said at the time of the 
war—he said, “I was with’—I’ve got to para- 
phrase and try to be accurate on it. I wrote 
it down, but I don’t think—here it is, “I 
agreed with the minority, but I guess I would 
have voted with the majority.” What kind of 
decisive Commander in Chief would that be? 

Audience members. Boo-o-o! 

The President. Somebody asked me 
about some of the unions protesting here. 
Let me appeal to those union members and 
say this. Let me say this. I know of your patri- 
otism. I know of your love for country. 1 know 
that many of you served in the Armed 
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Forces. And yes, I do have a difference with 
some—maybe with some here today. But I 
found it appalling that when our country was 
at war in Vietnam and Americans were held 
hostage and prisoner, that Bill Clinton said, 
“I went to England to organize demonstra- 
tions against the United States.” I don’t be- 
lieve that is right. Protest in front of the 
White House, but when you’re abroad stand 
up for the United States. 


It does make a difference. Character and 
trust matter. I have tried to uphold the public 
trust in the White House. Let me say this: 
I’ve had a wonderful person at my side, but 
you see, I think, and I know Margaret agrees, 
we wouldn’t dare disagree. I think we’ve got 
the best First Lady we possibly could have 
in Barbara Bush. 


You know, we have been privileged. We 
have been very privileged to serve this coun- 
try, and we've tried to uphold the public 
trust. And people know this. We’re lucky. 
We've got 12 grandkids. We've got five kids 


all happily married now, and we've got a lot 
going for us in terms of family, got a lot going 
for us in terms of faith. We've got a lot going 
for us in terms of friends. 


People say, well, why do you—you know, 
this hasn’t been a particularly pleasant year. 
You know, you’ve taken your fair share of 
shots from the media and from the Clinton- 
Gore outfit. Why do you need this? You've 
got a lot of things going for you. Let me tell 
you why. Bruce touched on part of it. We 
have changed the world. The kids today go 
to bed at night without the same fear of nu- 
clear war. 


But the job is unfinished. We've got to lift 
these kids up through better education. 
We've got to tell them that America is not 
in decline, that we are on the move. I want 
to finish the job. I ask for your support. I 
ask for your trust. We are going to win this 
election. May God bless the United States 
of America. Thank you very much. Thank 
you. 


Note: The President spoke at 10:26 a.m. at 
Seagate Center. 


Remarks to the Community in 
Strongsville, Ohio 


October 28, 1992 


The President. Thank you very, very 


much. 


Audience members. Four more years! 
Four more years! Four more years! 


The President. Thank you very much. 
Thank you. May I just start off here today 
by thanking my great friends the Oak Ridge 
Boys and Bruce Willis for being with us. I’m 
delighted to be in Strongsville, the crossroads 
of America. Hey, look, look at it this way. 
If Bruce Willis can overcome all those terror- 
ists and all those bad guys in those “Die 
Hard” movies, then we can overcome Clin- 
ton-Gore, we can annoy the media, and we 
can win the election. 


May I pay my respects at the outset of 
this remarks and this fantastic rally to Gov- 
ernor George Voinovich at my side, a true 
and great leader of this State. I want to thank 
Mayor Ehrnfelt. I want to thank all the law 
enforcement people in this community that 
make a rally like this possible. I want to thank 
Miss Ohio, Robin Meade. That other beau- 
tiful one up here was my daughter-in-law 
Margaret Bush, and I’m proud to have her 
with us. 


But now before we get into a few remarks 
about the campaign and why I believe I will 
win it, let me ask two things of you. I am 
a little tired of this gridlock Congress, and 
you all can do something about it. First, elect 
Mike DeWine to the United States Senate. 
And then get out a great big broom and help 
me clean House and elect Martin Hoke to 
the United States Congress. And for those 
from the other districts, Beryl Rothschild, 
Margaret Mueller, and Bob Gardner for the 
rest of Ohio. We've got to change that Con- 
gress.1But now down to what’s going 
to take place on Tuesday of this coming 
week. The choice before the American peo- 

le is a vast difference. A vast difference will 
* there on that ballot, a difference in experi- 
ence, a difference in philosophy, and yes, a 
vast difference in character. I believe I am 
the one that measures up on all three cat- 
egories. 
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You know, for months the Democrats have 
been tearing us down and telling us every- 
thing wrong with America. But let me tell 
you just a couple of things about Arkansas. 
Arkansas is the 50th in environmental initia- 
tives; it is the 50th in the percentage of adults 
with college degrees; the 50th in per capita 
spending on criminal justice; 49th on police 
protection; 48th in percentage of adults with 
a high school diploma; 48th in spending on 
corrections; 46th in teachers’ salaries—mov- 
ing up a little—46th in the whole Nation; 
45th in the overall well-being of the children 
in that State. And this man got up in the 
debate the other night and he said, “I want 
to do for America what I’ve done for Arkan- 
sas.” No way. We are not going to let him 
do that. 

You know, you heard him talk in the de- 
bate. He said that, number one, they've had 
the number one growth in jobs in 1991. That 
might well be true. But ever since he’s been 
Governor, they have 30 percent behind the 
average for the country. The only way the 
economy got moving in Arkansas was when 
it tured out Governor Clinton was out of 
the State for 85 percent of the time. So I 
wish the people well. But the only way to 
keep America moving is to send him back 
to Arkansas. 

You know, I'll get on to the positive things 
in a minute. But there’s a very interesting 
story in the Associated Press today detailing 
how Arkansas—man says, “Give ‘em hell.” 
Let me tell you what Truman said: “You just 
tell the truth, and they think it’s hell.” You 
know what I mean? Even today, talked about 
an AP story detailing how the Arkansas Med- 
icaid program has been mismanaged. They 
have a projected $120 million in the hole, 
a huge amount in that small State, and the 
story includes tales of secret meetings be- 
tween Governor Clinton and the legislature 
to try and figure out whether to raise taxes 
after the election. It sounds like Governor 
Clinton better clean up his mess in Arkansas 
before he ever thinks about helping the Unit- 
ed States. 

I have gotten sick and tired of hearing 
them talk about change, Governor Clinton 
and the Ozone Man, his running mate. He 
talks about change, change, change, change. 
That's all you’re going to have left in your 
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pocket if you let this guy be President of the 
United States. Change? Last time we had a 
Democratic President and a Democratic 
Congress, we changed things. Interest rates 
were 21 percent, inflation 15, and we lost 
respect around the world. We don’t need that 
kind of change. 

I will hold the line on taxes. I will get this 
deficit down by controlling Federal spend- 
ing. That’s what we need to do. 

Audience members. Four more years! 
Four more years! Four more years! 

The President. Let me say a word about 
Ohio. Let me say a word about Ohio. Gov- 
ernor Clinton wants to say, “Well, I want to 
put taxes on foreign investment.” That would 
threaten 4.5 million jobs, including 150,000 
jobs right here in Ohio. He wants to impose 
CAFE standards, these are the fuel efficiency 
standards on the auto business, 40 to 45 miles 
per gallon. That would cost Ohio 20,000 jobs. 
We do not need this kind of change. We need 
our kind of change. 

The only way they can try to win is by 
convincing everybody we’re in a deep reces- 
sion. Yesterday the news came out that our 
last quarter of the year has grown at 2.7 per- 
cent, personal income the highest in 9 
months. We can do better, but that is 
progress. That is not recession. That is eco- 
nomic growth. And now we've got to keep 
it going so we can help every single American 
that is hurting, everyone that is afraid they 
might lose the job. 

The way we're going to do that is not by 
raising taxes and raising Government spend- 
ing, but my plan, the Agenda for America’s 
Renewal will get the job done. And here’s 
how we're going to do it. We are going to 
open new markets. We are going to create 
more goods for Ohio agriculture and Ohio 
products all around the world. 


[At this point, audience members interrupted 
the President’s remarks. | 


The President. Who are these guys? Des- 
peration. 

Audience members. Four more years! 
Four more years! Four more years! 

The President. You know what's happen- 
ing? You know what’s happening? These guys 
feel it slipping away from them. They know 
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we're on the move. They know we're going 
forward. I feel sorry for them. 

Here’s the way we’re going to do it: We're 
going to open new markets. Governor Clin- 
ton talks about investing, Government invest- 
ing. Government never created a decent job 
in its life. Small business creates the jobs. 
Less regulation, less taxes, less lawsuits, and 
let’s get small business moving. 

Audience members. Four more years! 
Four more years! Four more years! 

The President. You know, in this country 
the biggest supporters for Governor Clinton 
are the trial lawyers. My view is, we sue each 
other too much and care for each other too 
little. Let’s cap these crazy lawsuits. 

Audience members. Hee, hee, haw, haw, 
Clinton, stay in Arkansas. 

The President. We've got it. That’s right. 

These guys were asking about health care. 
We've got the best health care plan: provide 
health care insurance to the poorest of the 
poor through vouchers, give the people at 
the lower end of the tax spectrum a little 
break on tax credits, get after these crazy 
malpractice lawsuits, and keep health care 
private. Do not do what Clinton wants to do 
and get the Government further involved. 
We can’t even run a post office. We'd better 
not try to run health care. Use incentives and 
markets making insurance available to all. 
Make it transportable so when you change 
jobs you've got it. Let’s do better by health 
care by keeping the Government under con- 
trol. 

On education, we've got a tremendous dif- 
ference on education. We've got a program 
called America 2000. We've got the best job 
retraining program to help those who need 
work as we move from a defense economy 
to a more private sector. I am very proud 
of our record. And I'll tell you one place 
where I really differ with Governor Clinton. 
I want to put the strength with the families. 
I want to give the parents the choice: public, 
private, or religious schools. Let the parents 
choose, and let’s help them with their choice. 

Audience members. Four more years! 
Four more years! Four more years! 

The President. Another point. I speak 
about family values. One family value is to 
help families live in a neighborhood free of 


crime. Make no mistake about it, I think 
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we've been a little too lenient on the crimi- 
nal, a little less caring about the victims of 
crime. I support our law enforcement offi- 
cers. And guess what happened the other 
day. I had a visit from eight people from Lit- 
tle Rock, Arkansas. They came up to endorse 
me, and they were from the Fraternal Order 
of Police in Little Rock. I am proud to have 
their endorsement. 

Governor Clinton talks about spending 
more and taxing more and having Govern- 
ment invest. Let me tell you what I think 
we need to do about this deficit. We need 
a balanced budget amendment. Many States 
have it. Give it to the Federal Government. 
Make the Congress and the President get this 
budget into balance. We need a taxpayer 
check-off so a taxpayer can check 10 percent 
of his income tax designated to one thing, 
reducing the Federal deficit. And we need 
a line-item veto to let the President cut out 
the pork out of this budget. And how about 
this fourth idea? Let’s give the Congress back 
to the people. Presidents have term limits. 
Let’s have term limits on Members of the 
Congress. 

I'll tell you what’s going to decide this elec- 
tion, though. It is going to be character and 
trust. And here’s my point: I will continue 
to criticize because I don’t believe as Com- 
mander in Chief or as President you can be 
all things to all people. You have to make 
tough decisions. And if you make a mistake, 
you do what you do: You say, “Hey, listen, 
I was wrong on that one.” And you keep on 
leading, and you can make the tough calls. 

You don’t do what Governor Clinton does, 
waffle and vacillate. We cannot make the 
White House into the waffle house. In the 
South he’ll talk right-to-work; he’ll go to the 
unions and is against it. Some places he’s for 
free trade; other places, well, he’s for it, 
“but.” You can’t have a lot of “buts” in the 
White House. Remember that. Term limits, 
“Oh, term limits have some good ideas,” and 
then it doesn’t. 

And here we are in the Persian Gulf war. 
I had to make a tough call. I had to have 
some of these men and women here today 
go in to fight for their country. Let me tell 
you something. That is not an easy decision. 
But when I made the decision, I did not waf- 
fle. I didn’t do what Governor Clinton did, 
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which says one day, “Well, I agree with the 
minority, but I guess I would have voted with 
the majority.” The Commander in Chief can- 
not do that. You’ve got to make a decision 
and stay with it. 

Some disagree with me on this one, but 
I'll tell you something. When your country 
is at war, I just happen to think that it is 
plain wrong to go to a foreign country and 
organize demonstrations against you own, no 
matter how strongly you feel. A lot of people 
differed on the Vietnam war, but you can’t 
have it both ways, protect your viability and 
then fail to level. On April 17th, Governor 
Clinton said, “I’m going to make all my 
records available on the draft.” Fine. We 
haven’t heard it yet. You cannot waffle. 
You've got to tell the truth to the American 
people. And that is what I’ve been doing. I 
guess the bottom line is, you can’t lead by 
misleading. 

Let me tell you this: Sometimes in the 
White House in critical moments the phone 
rings at night, or over there in the Oval Of- 
fice. You have to make a tough decision. And 


you cannot we every single person happy. 


Barbara—I wish she were here to see this. 
She is a great First Lady, and I wish she were 
here. But we have tried very hard. When we 
talk about family values or caring about peo- 
ple, I think she’s done a first-class job in 
showing that we care. But my point is this: 
I have tried to be a decent custodian of the 
public trust. 

We see now that our economy is moving. 
Let’s not set it back. Governor Clinton—the 
only way they can win is if they convince ev- 
erybody that we’re in an economic recession 
and things that are worse than we are. They 
say that we are less than Germany and a little 
better than Sri Lanka. Well, let me tell you 
something, Millie knows more about foreign 
policy than these guys do. They ought to 
open their eyes. They ought to open their 
eyes. Yes, we've had a tough time. And yes, 
some families in Ohio are hurting. But we 
are not a nation in decline. We are the most 
respected nation on Earth. Our economy is 
better than Japan, better than Germany, bet- 
ter than Western Europe, and better than 
Canada. I am sick and tired of hearing this 
Clinton and the Ozone Man saying—the only 
way that they can win, the only way they can 
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do it, is to convince us we are second rate. 
We are the United States of America. We 
are the most respected country on the face 
of the Earth. 

Now I ask for your trust. I ask for your 
trust. I ask you to take this great Ohio enthu- 
siasm to the polls on Tuesday. We are going 
to show these crazy media talking heads 
wrong. We are going to win the election. And 
then we will lead America and lift these kids 
up. I don’t need the job, but I want to finish 
the job because I want to help every child 
here. They're living in a world now far less 
fearful of nuclear war. We’ve changed the 
world. Now let’s help us strengthen every 
family in America and lift America up. 

Thank you, and may God bless you on this 
beautiful day in Ohio. This is fantastic. Thank 
you. Great rally, Strongsville, fantastic. 
Thank you very much. Great day. Work now: 
Go to the polls. Get out and vote. We need 
you. 


Note: The President spoke at 1:33 p.m. at 
Strongsville Commons. In his remarks, he re- 
ferred to Walter F. Ehrnfelt, Mayor of 
Strongsville. 


Remarks to the Community in 
Columbus, Ohio 


October 28, 1992 


The President. Thank you very much. 
What a fantastic rally. Thank you. Thank you 
very much. Thank you. Well, let me first say 
that I get this wonderful feeling that things 
are really moving across this country. And 
you look at this crowd and say, “This is it. 
It’s going to happen. It is going to happen.” 

May I thank Arnold Schwarzenegger. We 
all know him and respect him. But let me 
tell you one thing in al seriousness. A while 
back I asked him to head our fitness program 
for the entire Nation. He’s been to every sin- 
gle State, and he is doing a first-class job, 
all pro bono, for this country. And I am very, 
very grateful to him. 

I am delighted that Bruce Willis—let me 
tell you about that one. Arnold and I have 
been together for a long time. In fact, it was 
4 years ago that he was at my side, not very 
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far from here, as we were coming down the 
stretch. Bruce Willis called me up and he 
said, “I have had it with the United States 
Congress.” The polls weren’t so hot then, and 
he said, “I want to help you.” And here he 
is, and I am very, very grateful to him. As 
for the Oak Ridge Boys, the same thing. You 
may remember the convention back in 1988. 
They have been at my side through thick and 
thin, and I am delighted that they came all 
this way to be with us. 

Two members of the family are with me, 
my daughter-in-law, Margaret, and my sister, 
Ann Ellis, We’re going to put the family push 
on this thing now as we come down to the 
wire. 

And of course, I am so proud to have head- 
ing up our effort here your great Governor, 
George Voinovich. And speaking of Gov- 
ernors, I was so pleased to see the Caribou 
Man, Jim Rhodes over here, a former Gov- 
ernor of this State; and Chalmers Wylie, the 
Congressman; and Bob Taft and so many 
others. I especially want to say thank you to 
your Mayor. Greg is doing a great job, Greg 


Lashutka. I am proud to see him every time 
I come here. 

Now, I want you all to do something: Ev- 
eryplace we go, we see a lot of signs that 


reflect changing Congress. How about 
changing Senate and sending Mike DeWine 
to the United States Senate? And elect 
Debbie Pryce to the House of Representa- 
tives. Clean House! Clean House! No more 
gridlock! We are going to sit down with that 
new Congress and get things done for this 
country. 

And may I thank another one from Colum- 
bus, Dewey Stokes, who is the president of 
the National Fraternal Order of Police. I am 
very proud to have been endorsed by the Na- 
tional Fraternal Order of Police. We back our 
law enforcement officers, and we'll continue 
to do that. 

And I want to thank John Fisher and Dick 
McFerson of Nationwide Insurance for let- 
ting us use this fantastic facility and being 
a part of all of this. 

And now to the business at hand: You’ve 
got a choice on Tuesday between a vast dif- 
ference in experience, difference in philoso- 
phy, and, yes, character. And on that basis 
I ask for your support. I don’t want to ruin 
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this beautiful rally, but I think it is only fair 
right down to the wire that we point out the 
record of the person that would like to have 
this job. And I’m talking about the Arkansas 
record of Governor Clinton. Sorry to ruin this 
upbeat meeting, but let me just give you a 
few statistics. We have heard everythin 
that’s coming out of Governor Clinton an 
the Ozone Man. We've heard everything that 
they think is wrong. Well, let me tell you 
about Arkansas. They are 50th—and they're 
good people, we lived right next door to 
them, good people and they're entitled to 
something better than this—50th in the qual- 
ity of environmental initiatives; 50th in the 
percentage of adults with college degrees; 
50th in per capita spending on criminal jus- 
tice; 49th on police protection; 48th—getting 
better—on adults with a high school diploma; 
48th on spending on corrections; 46th in the 
whole country on teachers’ salaries; and 45th 
in the overall well-being of children. 

And Governor Clinton said in that debate 
“I want to do for this country what I’ve done 
for Arkansas.” No way! No way! 

And I’ve got only two more things here, 
I believe, to say about Arkansas. But you've 
got to hear them, and then, I'll get on to 
the positive aspects. He talks about Arkansas 
leading in job growth. They had one pe 
year. That was 1991, when he’s out of the 
State 85 percent of the time. And he’s been 
Governor for 10 years and they were 30 per- 
cent of the Nation on that one. 

And the other one is there’s an AP story 
today—talk about the Arkansas miracle—AP 
story today detailing how the Arkansas Med- 
icaid program has been mismanaged, pro- 
jected now to be $120 million in the hole, 
a huge amount for a tiny little State. And 
the story includes tales of secret meetings— 
go read it—between Governor Clinton and 
the legislature to try to figure out whether 
to raise taxes after the election. It sounds like 
Governor Clinton better clean up his mess 
in Arkansas before fooling around with the 
United States of America. 

No, we can’t have that kind of change. 
Governor Clinton and Ozone, all they do is 
talk about change. Well, let me tell you some- 
thing, what kind of change we — you 
went back to the last time we had one of 
those Democrats in the White House and 
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a Democrat Congress, you had interest rates 
at 21.5 percent, and you had inflation at 15 
percent, and you had a “misery index” at 20. 

Audience members. Boo-o-o! 

The President. We are not going to go 
back to those failed days. You talk about 
change, you talk about change, that’s all you 
guys will have left in your pocket if we get 
those _— in there. 

Now, there’s bad news for Governor Clin- 
ton, because there is good news for the Na- 
tion. If you listen to them, you'd think every- 
thing was a recession and disaster. Yesterday 
it came out that for the sixth straight quarter 
we have had growth. It grew at 2.7 percent, 
and personal income is the highest in 9 
months. The country’s beginning to move. 
Don’t set it back. 

A lot of people are hurting in this country. 
And we care about them and we've got to 
help them. But the last thing we need is to 
get the Federal Government further in- 
volved. Governor Clinton talks about Gov- 
ernment investing. Government never cre- 
ated a decent job in its life. It is small busi- 
ness that ont to be stimulated, and small 
business that does the investing. He wants 
to raise taxes and raise spending so the Gov- 
ernment can invest. I want to get the taxes 
down and spending down so the people can 
invest. 

You know, Governor Clinton’s got one 
idea. He wants to tax foreign investment that 
would threaten here in this State 150,000 
jobs. They’re bringing jobs here from over- 
seas. Let’s not seek retaliation. Let’s open 
markets abroad. Free and fair trade, not pro- 
tection. 

And if there are any auto workers out 
here—this is a great auto State—if there are 
any auto workers or any people who work 
in companies that supply things for the auto 
industry, Governor Clinton and Ozone want 
to go for 40- to 45-miles-per-gallon CAFE— 
that’s the fuel efficiency standards—that 
would cost Ohio 20,000 jobs. We've got a 
good environmental record, but let’s not go 
to the extreme. 

Small business, small business creates two- 
thirds of the new jobs. And they need relief, 
they don’t need more taxation. They need 
relief from taxation, relief from regulation, 
and yes, relief from these crazy lawsuits. You 
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know, we spend too much on this, and we 
need to put some caps on these crazy law- 
suits. When a doctor is afraid to practice 
medicine and deliver a baby, when a Little 
League coach is afraid to coach for fear some 
nutty trial lawyer will come along and sue 
them, why, that means we are suing each 
other too much and caring for each other 
too little in this country. Let’s put a cap on 
these lawsuits. 

So in addition to holding the line on 
spending and taxes, I want to get a good 
health care program. Governor Clinton wants 
to set up, of course, a Government board. 
We don’t need the Government to do it. 
Here’s what we need to do. Provide insur- 
ance to the poorest of the poor through 
vouchers; give credits to those, the most 
overtaxed Americans; get pooling of insur- 
ance so we can bring it to every single family. 
But keep the quality of medical care up by 
keeping the Government out of the medical 
business. We've got the best health care plan. 

And we've got the best education plan. 
And it’s already working, because the 
gridlock guys don’t get too much of their 
hands on this one. Seventeen hundred com- 
munities have already started revolutionizing 
education. We spend more than every coun- 
try per capita than Switzerland, and we’re 
not getting the results. Let’s help us put the 
emphasis, and support the teachers and not 
the teachers union. Let’s give the parents a 
choice of public, private, and religious 
schools. That will make public education bet- 
ter. That will make public education better, 
not worse. It worked for the GI bill after 
World War II. It will work now if we try 
it for K through 12. 

On crime, let me be very clear where I 
stand. I am not interested in legislation that 
shows more sympathy for the criminal than 
for the victims of crime. Toughen it up. 
Toughen it up, and back our law enforce- 
ment officers. Bring in these good programs 
like our “Weed and Seed” program that 
weeds out the criminals and then seeds these 
tough neighborhoods with hope. That’s what 
we've got to do. 

Homeownership. Enterprise zones. We’ve 
got to encourage the communities, not try 
to legislate from Washington, DC. And while 
we're at it, with this new Congress, we’re 
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going to sit down with them right after the 
election—we’re not going to wait for any- 
thing to happen—sit down with them. And 
I’m going to say, all right, we want to get 
the deficit down. Here’s a three-point plan, 
we'll make it a four-point plan. Here it is. 

Give us a balanced budget amendment; 
give us what the States have. Give us a check- 
off, give us a check-off so every taxpayer— 
don’t have to do this, but you can—check 
10 percent of your income tax if you want 
to, to be applied to lowering the Government 
deficit om making Congress comply. Three, 
give us what 43 Governors have. If these big 
spenders in Congress can’t do it, let the 
President have a shot, a line-item veto. And 
four, let’s give the Congress back to the peo- 
ple. The President’s terms are limited. Why 
not limit the terms of Members of Congress? 

As we drive down to the wire here in this 
wonderfully exciting rally, let me point some- 
thing else out. I’ve been talking about it, and 
I feel very strongly about it. Governor Clin- 
ton said in the debate, “It’s not the character 
of the President; it’s the character of the 

residency.” Wrong. They are interlocked. 
You cannot separate the character of the 
President from the character of the Presi- 
dency. You can’t do it. And you cannot be 
Commander in Chief of the Armed Forces 
if you flip-flop on every issue. You cannot 
be all things to all people as President. And 
if you make a mistake, and yes, I have, you 
look the people in the eye and say, I blew 
it, now let’s get on about leading this great 
country. 

Governor Clinton will go to the auto guys, 
and he'll say that he’s against CAFE stand- 
ards. And yet he and Ozone go out and say, 
well, we've got to have 45 miles per gallon. 
That will drive auto workers out of business. 
On the one hand—you heard in the debate— 
the NAFTA agreement, the free trade agree- 
ment, yes, he’s for it, “but.” You cannot have 
a lot of “buts” sitting there at that Oval Of- 
fice, I’ll tell you. In one part of the world 
he’s for right-to-work, and then he'll go up 
and tell Mr. Kirkland and the rest of the labor 
guys he’s against it. You can’t do it. You've 
got to say what you’re for. 

And when it comes to war and peace, you 
can’t do what he did. Let me tell you, it is 
not easy when you have to commit somebody 
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else’s kid to go into battle. But I was tem- 
pered by fire. I believe in honor, duty, and 
service. I made a tough decision on that war. 
And we brought along this country. We did 
the right thing when we kicked Saddam Hus- 
sein out of Kuwait. And where was Governor 
Clinton? Where was Governor Clinton? 
Here’s what he said. Here is what Governor 
Clinton said: “I agree with”—I’m not giving 
him hell. It’s like Truman said. Do you re- 
member? He says, give ‘em hell. He said, 
“I’m just telling the truth, and they think it’s 
hell.” 

Okay. Here’s what he said. Here is what 
the man said. You remember, think back to 
what it was like then: all the demonstrations; 
all the press fighting us; all the different 
struggles going on; Congress dragging its 
feet; people telling me, well, you haven't sold 
the American people. Here’s what Governor 
Clinton said when it came to that vote. He 
said, “I agree with the arguments of the mi- 
nority, but I guess I would have voted with 
the majority.” You cannot make the White 
House into the waffle house. You can’t do 
it. 

The Arkansas Gazette today said Bill Clin- 
ton is a master politician, but what principles, 
if any, informed his politics. The bottom line 
is, you cannot lead by misleading. You can’t 
be all things to all people. You’ve got to do 
it like the umpire does, call it as you see it. 
And then go forward and lead this country. 

Let me say this. First place, I wish our 
great First Lady, Barbara Bush, were here. 
She would be thrilled to see this. And yes, 
we plan to keep Millie in the White House— 
I see the sign—because, you see, if I want 
foreign policy advice, I'd go to Millie before 
I'd go to Ozone and Governor Clinton. 

You know, you haven’t read anything 
about—I haven’t attacked the media yet. Stay 
tuned. Wait a minute. No, I want you to be 
kinder and gentler to the media traveling 
with us, especially those guys that are taking 
the pictures, carrying the mikes, and carrying 
those cameras all around. And yes, be grate- 
ful. Amnesty for the White House press. 
Take it out on these talking heads, Repub- 
licans, Democrats, whoever they are, come 
on every Sunday, tell you how to think, saying 
we're dead. We are going to show them they 
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are wrong. We are going to prove them 
wrong. And here’s why. 


Audience members. Four more years! 
Four more years! Four more years! 


The President. Here’s why, here’s how it’s 
going to work. Here’s how it’s going to work 
and why all these critics and all these 
naysayers and all these people telling you that 
we have no chance are going to be wrong. 
It’s going to boil down to this: First place, 
I believe that we’re not a country in decline. 
I’m absolutely convinced that we are a rising 
nation, not a declining nation. Secondly, I 
know it’s been tough out there for families 
and for kids, but we’re moving. And I can 
say as the President of the United States I 
take great pride in the fact that these young 
kids here go to bed at night without the same 
fear of nuclear war as their mothers and dad 
did. And that is a significant accomplishment. 
The world is more peaceful, and the world 


has changed. 


People say to me, “Listen, with Barbara 
at your side and your 5 kids and your 12 
grandkids, you’ve got it made. Why do you 
want to do this?” Well, let me tell you, I 
finish what I start. I want to see us lift up 
these young people here today and make 
them understand that if we do what I’ve told 
you today I want to do, their lives are going 
to be better than the lives of their parents. 
And we are going to lead the entire world 
into economic recovery and that means jobs 
for every American that wants to work. 


And so I’m not done yet. I ask you to go 
to the polls on Tuesday. I ask for your sup- 
port on the basis of character and trust and 
I will do my level-best to lead this country 
to new heights and new prosperity. And 
thank you, and may God bless the United 
States of America and keep her. Thank you 
very much. 


Note: The President spoke at 4:32 p.m. at 
Nationwide Plaza. In his remarks, he referred 
to Bob Taft, Ohio secretary of state. 
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Question-and-Answer Session in 
Columbus 


October 28, 1992 


Moderator. Mr. President, I would like 
to ask the first question tonight. And first 
of all, let me just say thanks for joining us. 
It’s a pleasure to have you in Columbus, and 
welcome to our fine State. 

The President. Nice to be back. 


Fall of Communism 


Moderator. I want to start with a cam- 
paign flap that surfaced today as far as I 
know. Your opponent, one of your oppo- 
nents, Bill Clinton, has waved a copy of New 
Yorker magazine, which claims that you said 
to former Soviet Premier Gorbachev, “Don’t 
worry about what I might say in the campaign 
about the fall of communism in the Soviet 
Union; don’t worry about that. I'll explain it 
to you later.” What exactly did you say to 
Mr. Gorbachev? 


The President. | said a lot of things to 
Mr. Gorbachev—I don’t recall exactly that— 
because I did worry about the fall of com- 
munism, and I’m delighted that it happened 
on our watch. I give great credit to my prede- 
cessor, because you've got to go back 12 
years. A lot of what it was about then was 
peace through strength versus the nuclear 
freeze movement. And some people were so 
frantic about nuclear war they felt the only 
way you'll get peace is if you have a nuclear 
freeze. 


We didn’t believe that. We stayed strong. 
We tried to work—— 


[At this point, text was missing from the press 
release. | 


without worrying about their families 
the way they used to, saying, thank God this 
administration stood up for democracy and 
freedom. 


Auto Fuel Economy 


Moderator. Mr. Bush, yesterday in Day- 
ton and again today in Toledo you were warn- 
ing that Bill Clinton favors increasing fuel 
economy levels to 40 miles a gallon, and you 
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were warning that that could cost every Ohio 
auto worker his job. We've talked with Unit- 
ed Auto Workers union in Detroit today; they 
don’t seem to share that same concern or 
fear of Mr. Clinton, Governor Clinton, and 
they say that to their knowledge there is no 
one in the industry who is calling for 40 miles 
a gallon. How do you get people concerned 
about that issue when the auto workers 
themselves don’t appear to be that con- 
cerned? 

The President. Well, I think they should 
be concerned. You’ve got to remember the 
auto unions have endorsed Bill Clinton, for 
a lot of reasons. But I am convinced that 40 
to 45 miles per gallon CAFE, fuel efficiency 
standards, would—I hope I didn’t say all the 
auto workers; maybe in a hyperbole or an 
exaggeration for a campaign I did—but 
they'll throw a lot of workers out of work, 
because they cannot meet those standards. 

And it is another example, in my view, of 
where— it’s in Gore’s book, I believe—where 
they adopt one position in going to one area, 
the environmental community, then mute it 
down. Governor Clinton met with the leaders 
of the three major auto businesses with the 
head of the UAW at his side, and said, “Well, 
I’m studying it; I’m going through the Na- 
tional Academy of Sciences report”—about 
this thick, all square roots and stuff. He 
couldn’t possibly have done that. And I just 
believe that—I am certain that I’m correct 
that trying to meet those standards would 
throw a lot of people out of work. Not going 
to back away from it one single bit. 


Government Gridlock 


Moderator. Mr. President, your popu- 
larity after the Gulf war was at a record high. 
WwW hy did you not use that clout, that influ- 
ence to push through aggressively your do- 
mestic agenda? 

The President. Have you ever tried to 
work with this nutty Congress? I did try. I'll 
tell you the difference. When we went to war 
in Desert Storm, I didn’t need to get Mr. 
Gephardt or Mr. Mitchell to go along. I made 
decisions. We moved troops. I took a lot of 
flak from the press and from the Congress, 
and we shaped public opinion, we put to- 
gether an international coalition; still didn’t 
need anything out of Congress. Then I said 
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to them this: I said, “I would like you to pass 
the resolution endorsing the United Nations 
resolution. I don’t need that to commit 
American forces; there are plenty of prece- 
dents in it.” They did pass it. That’s the one 
I’m accusing Governor Clinton of waffling 
on, where he said, “I agreed with the minor- 
ity, but I guess I would have voted with the 
majority.” We got the vote, and we went 
ahead. 

That is quite different than working with 
the Congress, this Congress, not the new one 
but this one, in terms of domestic initiatives. 
And I think they made a calculation after the 
war that they were not going to cooperate 
with the President. The reason I’m convinced 
we can break the gridlock in the future is 
because they screwed up a little tiny bank 
and a lousy little post office on Capitol Hill. 
We're going to have a lot of new Congress- 
men, Democrats and Republicans. 

And the best time for a President elected 
to his second term is to go in there and say 
now, no politics. Don’t have to worry about 
it. No more elections, no more debates. Just 
do the people’s business. A whole bunch of 
new Congressmen, some Democrat, some 
Republican. We can get it done. 

But I’m telling you, I tried very hard to 

et the Congress to move on things that 
would have helped the economy: investment 
tax allowance, enterprise zones, capital gains 
reduction, on and on. And they just dug in 
and didn’t want to do it. Now, maybe I could 
have been more effective, because I am un- 
happy with the result. But I’m very pleased 
that this economy seems to be growing in 
spite of their—their best chance for me not 
to win is to have things lousy for the Amer- 
ican people. And I’m afraid that’s an awfully 
negative attitude. 

So it was a difference. You see, in one area 
you can just do things. In the other, you have 
to get the Congress to go along. We saw what 
it was like when a Democratic President was 
there and a Democratic Congress. Interest 
rates were out through the ozone layer at 
21 percent, and inflation was 15. And the 
“misery index,” invented by the Demo- 
crats—inflation and unemployment—was 
over 20. I don’t want to go back to that. But 
I do think there’s hope here in the new one, 
because they’re going to be listening, the new 
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Members, Democrat and Republican, to the 
same people I’m listening to. And when I 
win, it will be because my economic plan, 
my health care plan, my education plan. So 
I think it will change. 

And the other thing is, on her question, 
we got a lot done for the American people 
before politics set in, before the war: the 
Americans for Disability Act, brandnew child 
care legislation. Even afterward, we got a 
highway bill that’s going to spend $150 bil- 
lion. So I’m making the distinction between 
domestic affairs and national security mat- 
ters. 

Moderator. Mr. President, the voters out 
here have dozens of questions, so we want 
to get right to them. 

The President. Okay, if I get going too 
long—I get wound up on the answers. So 
please, you, whoever’s the master of cere- 
monies say, “Please keep it short, sir,” be- 
cause I know I don’t want to abuse the proc- 
ess here. 


The Infrastructure 


Q. This relates to the economy, but why 
has the administration allowed a buildup in 
the Highway Trust Fund rather than spend- 
ing down this fund to build and improve 
highways and spur on the economy? The 
same thing is true of the Air Trust Fund. 

The President. We've just passed a—well, 
some of it has budgetary implications—but 
we've just passed, you know, a few months 
ago, a $150 billion transportation bill. It’s 
good, and it’s going to get the highways 
building and the infrastructure built. But I 
disagree with my opponent that what we 
ought to do is add to that. I think we ought 
to get money out, but I think the answer to 
your question is budgetary. 


Urban Initiatives 


Q. Mr. President, given the riots in Los 
Angeles and the continued decay in our 
urban centers, if elected, what can urban 
residents expect from you in the way of plans 
and actions over the next 2 or 3 years of your 
administration? 

The President. | think they can expect a 
revitalization of the cities, because here’s 
what’s going to happen: After South 
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Central—and I went out there and I invited 
Mayor Bradley, Governor Wilson of Califor- 
nia, and Peter Ueberroth, who’s working the 
private sector side, trying to bring businesses 
into the urban areas, to come back to Wash- 
ington. We met with the Democratic leader- 
ship that I was just assailing here and sat 
down with them: the Speaker, the leaders 
in both Houses, Republican and Democrat. 
And the Mayor and those others said the one 
thing we need for the cities, or the one thing 
we all agree on is we need urban enterprise 
zones. Ueberroth, the other day, decried the 
fact that we haven’t gotten them. 


I believe that people want that now. I be- 
lieve that the Congress and the new Congress 
will move on urban enterprise zones. We've 
got a good program that is already working, 
that has bipartisan support, just getting start- 
ed, called “Weed and Seed”: weed out the 
criminal elements and try to hit this drug 
thing head-on, and seed the neighborhood 
with hope. I believe our homeownership and 
tenant management approach is going to pre- 
vail in the next Congress, and the enterprise 
zones. 


And the other point I'll make on the may- 
ors is, they came, the National League of City 
mayors came—separate meeting—and they 
said to me, the main cause of urban decay 
or decline is the decline in the American 
family. That was Tom Bradley of Los Ange- 
les, it was a Republican Mayor out of Plano, 
Texas, and all across the spectrum. It wasn’t 
liberals, it wasn’t conservatives; it wasn’t 
Democrats, it wasn’t Republicans. He was 
talking about finding ways to strengthen the 
American family. I insist that we have to find 
ways. And mine are support for law enforce- 
ment, choice in child care and schools, and 
whatever it is. 


But I think the agenda that I’ve just out- 
lined here has a very good chance of getting 
through the next Congress. Some of it is 
coming my way in legislation that I won't sign 
because it’s hooked into major tax increases. 
But I think a new Congress is going to want 
to do exactly what you're saying: Let’s help 
these cities. And I think they're going to want 
to help them along the philosophical lines 


I’ve outlined here. 
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Economic Issues 


Q. Mr. President, throughout the election, 
it has been said that you are not in touch 
with the average American. Tonight I’m con- 
sidering casting a vote for Mr. Clinton for 
that and several other reasons. How can you 
convince me tonight that you do understand 
the concerns of the average American? 

The President. Well, that’s a pretty hard 
sell if you’re thinking of voting a Clinton, 
because I would think you’d look at the 
whole record, including the Arkansas record. 
I think you would look at the rhetoric, if 
you're an accountant. We’d been told that 
this country—by the Democrats—that we’re 
in a big recession. We have had growth for 
the last six quarters. And I have been saying 
we're not in a recession. And people like 
Governor Clinton are saying I am out of 
touch, aided and abetted by a lot of, you 
know, talking heads on the television, some 
Republicans and some Democrats. I believe 
I am in touch. I believe I understand what's 
needed. And I think the philosophy of Gov- 
ernment that I have would better help the 
average working man. 

Let me give you an example: Governor 
Clinton talks about having Government in- 
vest—to use his—and he puts that to—exact 
quote—invest. It is not Government that cre- 
ates any meaningful job and expands the 
economy. Government takes your money, 
and you know this as an accountant, and goes 
about investing it. Well, it’s not investment. 
It is spending. What we need to do is do 
what I’ve suggested to spur small business. 
As an accountant, try this one on: investment 
tax allowance, capital gains. It is not a tax 
break for the rich. It will stimulate, in my 
view, entrepreneurship. And I'd like the first- 
time—the credit, $5,000 credit for the first- 
time homebuyer, because I think it would 
stimulate the housing business and also all 
the businesses that go into it. 

He wants to invest, take $220 billion and 
let somebody back in Washington invest it, 
and I don’t. I want to free up, through less 
spending and hopefully less taxation, the pri- 
vate sector. 

And so we have a big difference on that. 
And I would say the fundamental philosophy 
is different. And if you think that we need 
more Government and more spending on 
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that level, I’'d—you may go with Governor 
Clinton, but I’d ask you to look at the Arkan- 
sas record. I'd ask you to look at the rhetoric 
that’s been used against me up until yester- 
day when people saw that we are growing 
and that our economy is better than Japan 
and Germany and Europe, although we were 
told that we’ve got to do more like Japan 
and Germany. This is no time to move to- 
ward European nationalism or whatever you 
want to call it. They’re moving toward us. 

So I’ve got a big philosophical difference 
with him, and how you decide on these eco- 
nomic issues should consider that. I’m also 
asking people to look at the overall leader- 
ship: who do you trust if a crisis comes up, 
and is the world more peaceful, and all that 
kind of thing. So I hope I can win you over. 
Maybe not. I'll put you down as doubtful at 
this point. [Laughter] 

Moderator. Mr. President, going back to 
his question, though, about being out of 
touch 

The President. Yes. 

Moderator. with the American peo- 
ple. You’ve been in office for 4 years. The 
campaign has really only been hot and heavy 
for the last year, even the last 6 months. 

The President. Yes. 

Moderator. How do you account then for 
this perception among so many people that 
you are out of touch? 

The President. Propaganda by the 
enemy—opposition. They keep hammering 
that. They keep saying that. And it’s not true. 
How do you account for the fact that many 
people in your business keep telling the 
country we're in a recession wken we've 
grown for 6 straight months? That’s six 
straight quarters now. I mean, that’s not out 
of touch to say that. And I say it, and people 
say, “You're out of touch.” When I say we’ve 
grown at 2.7 percent, that’s pretty fair 
growth. 

I also add, a lot of people are hurting. And 
a lot of people are scared about their jobs. 
So here’s what to do to help them. But I 
think it is pure rhetoric on the part of the 
opposition, because I’m in touch all the time. 
My heavens, I wish you saw all the mail that 
comes in and the phone calls, and share the 
anxiety and the concern I feel. But when you 
hear that, that’s part of the Democratic— 
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now, the only way that guy can win is to con- 
vince America that we’re in decline and that 
the economy is worse than it is. And I will 
win because I think I have better economic 
answers. 

Moderator. Mr. President, this is a fifth- 
grader and she’s going to be voting in a few 
years. But she’s got a question I think a lot 
of parents would like an answer to. Betsy, 


go ahead. 
Education 


Q. What do you plan to do about—wait. 
What are you going to do to make it possible 
for all children to get a good education? 

The President. Improve the existing edu- 
cational system. This is pretty hard for you 
to realize. We've got all kinds of change in 
this country, and one thing that really hasn’t 
changed fundamentally in years is elemen- 
tary and secondary education. We have a pro- 
gram that you may or may not have heard 
of called America 2000. There are 1,700 
communities already participating in this 
program. It bypasses the powerful teachers 
union and says to the local teachers and the 
parents and the community leaders, literally, 
help us reinvent the schools. So that’s one 
thing that’s going to happen. In some areas, 
some urban areas, they say we only want 8 
hours. And others might say we want year- 
round schools. Others are going to try more 
emphasis on math and science. 

As President, I put into effect, with the 
help of the Governors, including Governor 
Clinton, six national education goals. It’s 
never happened before. They’re voluntary, 
but they set the future for education, kids 
like you. More emphasis on math and science 
is one of them. Another one is every kid must 
start ready to learn. That means Head Start, 
and we've literally doubled the funding for 
Head Start in this administration. It means 
nobody’s too old to learn. That’s one of them. 
More job retraining and more adult edu- 
cation and give people credit while they’re 
working to get educated. And so we've got 
the plan. We've got the ideas to revolutionize 
education. 

And there’s one last point: I think parents 
ought to have the right to choose the schools. 
When I got out of the service they gave you 
a GI bill, and they didn’t say you can only 
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use this in public institutions. They said you 
can go wherever you want to college or use 
this money to help you get to college. I want 
to see the same thing tried in public edu- 
cation. Forty-six percent of the public school 
teachers in Chicago send their kids to private 
school. I want to try this now under our “GI 
bill” for kids that says to parents: You choose, 
public, private, or religious. And the schools 
not chosen will do what’s happened in Mil- 
waukee where they've tried it. They'll get 
better. It won’t undermine the public school 
system; it will make it better. 

Moderator. Mr. President, just a followup 
to Betsy’s question. When you ran in 1988 
against Mr. Dukakis, you said you wanted to 
be the education President. Four years later, 
if you had to grade George Bush’s paper, 
what grade would you give yourself? 

The President. I would modestly give my- 
self an A, because of what I just told her. 
Because here’s an area that I didn’t have to 
go to the Congress for much of it. There was 
an education bill they passed. If it ever lands 
on my desk, I won’t sign it. And why is that? 
Because all it does is put mandates on local 
school systems and State school systems. The 
same old tired thinking from an institution 
that also hasn’t changed, that one for 38 
years, Democrats controlling the Congress. 
All they want to do is send me education 
bills that dictate exactly what kind of program 
you have, some old geezer that’s been there 
forever thinking he understands education. 
We've got education goals, and I’ve outlined 
here a brandnew and, I think, really good 
approach to education. So others may not 
give me the A, but I'll admit that that’s what 
I think. 


Women’s Issues 


Q. This was the first year the women were 
allowed to vote. It is now 1992, the year for 
women. Why should women vote for you? 

The President. That’s a good question. I 
don’t know if you all heard it. The year of 
the woman, why should women vote for me? 
She remembers the first year that women 
voted. I believe that we've got good pro- 
grams: Women, Infants and Children, for ex- 
ample. That’s a program that Chalmers 
Wylie, sitting here, knows about. We have 
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vastly increased funding for that program. It 
helps families. 

I believe they ought to vote for me because 
I think a lot of women are in business. We 
are trying to say, don’t let Governor Clinton’s 
approach—invest Government, grow Gov- 
ernment—gets the small business going. 
Women in there are really starting lots of 
businesses. I think that’s good. 

Our Secretary of Labor is vigorously fight- 
ing against the “glass ceiling,” which is kind 
of an artificial barrier to women. And we 
have tried to set the pace. I have three 
women in the Cabinet. No other President’s 
ever done that. We’ve appointed women to 
be head of the National Institute of Health 
and head of Social Security, and meaningful 
jobs because they have shown tremendous 
competence. So I believe on all these reasons 
that I would be a good and, hopefully, effec- 
tive President for women and upward mobil- 
ity of women. 

Moderator. Nellie, are you satisfied with 
the President’s answer? 

Q. Yes, I would like to shake the Presi- 
dent’s hand. 

The President. We're going to do that 
after this. You may be—let’s see, you’re 99 
I don’t want to—we’re in the historical soci- 
ety here. My dad was born here and grew 
up here. Maybe he might have taken you to 
the prom someplace. I'll have to come back 
and find out. It’s not that I’m nervous. I went 
running this morning. I’m still pounding the 
water. Now, go ahead. [Laughter] 


Racial Ha rmony 


Q. Good evening, Mr. President. I would 
like to commend you on the wonderful job 
you did on bringing nations together to ad- 
dress the Persian Gulf crisis and peace talks. 
I would like to know why you have not used 
that same energy and seriousness to confront 
the racial divisions which plague our Nation. 
This is a very serious matter to me. In read- 
ing the letters from the Birmingham jail from 
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., he was facing 
some of the same crises in his time. I’ve 
looked, and that was in 1962 and 1963. Here 
is 1992, and we still have cities going up in 
flames. I still have to look at a white Senate, 
and it’s devastating to me. And I would just 
like to know your response. 
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The President. My response is, I have 
tried to be a President sensitive to the elimi- 
nation of bigotry and of anti-Semitism. 
Under my Presidency we have passed two 
pieces of civil rights legislation. One of them 
is the Americans for Disabilities Act that is 
a very good piece of forward-looking civil 
rights legislation. The other one moves 
against discrimination in the workplace. 

I think you’re on to something because I 
don’t believe it’s a question of legislation 
now. It’s a question of what you care about 
in your heart and how you feel. And I hope 
that my record, dating back to when I was 
a Member of the Congress from Texas, vot- 
ing for open housing—that wasn’t easy in 
those days. And I hope it shows a commit- 
ment to racial fairplay. 

I have spoken out about it over and over 
again from the White House. But I’m sorry 
you feel this way, because I really believe 
I understand. I guess I can’t say I really un- 
derstand totally what it is like to be a person 
who is discriminated against, but I do under- 
stand the hurt. I have worked for—this is 
maybe just one way of sensitizing one’s 
soul—for the United Negro College Fund 
that my brother today heads. And I believe 
that we have to do better in education. 

But on your point, I think I can accept 
some criticism on that. But believe me, I will 
continue to speak out against racism and anti- 
Semitism, move against it if further legisla- 
tion is required. It is a blight on ourselves 
as a country. I don’t want to represent to 
the country who might be listening tonight 
that I think things are getting worse in this 
department. I mean, yes, we had those South 
Central riots, and yes, we've got a lot of ten- 
sion, but I don’t think it’s worse than the 
sixties and things like that. I hope we’re im- 
proving. But whether we are or not, we've 
got to do better, and so I appreciate you ex- 
pressing your concern. I hope I can dem- 
onstrate in a far better way in a second term 
my concern. 


Urban Initiatives 


Moderator. There’s been a lot of talk in 
the news lately going back to L.A. and to 
the site of the riots, and a lot of talk about 
the fact that the rebuilding is not happening 
very fast. Are there things that you would 
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do in your second administration that were 
not accomplished in the first? 

The President. | think I’ve outlined to you 
some that I’m confident can get done with 
a new Congress. I believe that the whole ap- 
proach I’ve outlined here on urban America 
is the answer to South Central. And please 
don’t just take it from me, take it from Mayor 
Bradley. Take it from Governor Wilson and 
take it from Peter Ueberroth, all of whom 
are working very hard across party lines to 
make this happen. 

I would suggest that people that feel as 
strongly as I do support me, trying to get 
those kinds of legislation through. I believe 
a new Congress will do it, because there’s 
no more politics, at least for a couple of years. 
And so I think that that’s the way we’re going 
to get the job done for South Central and 
other areas. 

I mentioned this “Weed and Seed” pro- 
gram. This is good, new policy in helping win 
the fight against drugs and still help the kids. 
I also happen to think that what I said about 
family is true. The liberal elite hates it. But 
when I talk about family values and strength- 
ening family, I can cite the visit from those 
mayors. And we've got too many teenage 
—— We've got too many kids no- 

ody knows their name. We've got too many 
that don’t have respect for their communities 
and the law enforcement officers and for 
their own families, their own mothers and 
dads. We've got to do better. And law en- 
forcement is one way to do it. The kinds of 
programs I’m talking are a far more satisfac- 
tory way to get it done. But we are going 
to keep working until the problem is solved. 


National Debt 


Q. I was just wondering, I’ve been follow- 
ing the debates and everything, and you 
turned to the cameras during the debates 
and, you said, “In case of crisis who do you 
want in the White House?” And your foreign 
affairs are great, but we are in the middle 
ofa major domestic crisis. 

The President. How would you outline it, 
so I’m sure we're talking to the same thing? 

Q. The debt, the $4 trillion debt. Ross 
Perot says, “I want to get in there, and I 
want to get that hood up, and I want to work 
on this.” Bill Clinton says, “I’m going to be 
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the main guy in charge of domestic policy.” 
Why are you pushing this off on James 
Baker? Why aren’t you the guy in there with 
the hood up, fixing the engine, so to speak? 

The President. Well, let me tell you what 
we're going to do. And I am the guy. Jim 
Baker did a superb job in foreign affairs. He 
did a superb job in domestic affairs. You may 
forget he was Secretary of the Treasury, and 
a very good one. He was the Chief of Staff 
of the White House, and a very good one. 
Here is an extraordinarily able person. 

But make no mistake about it, nobody’s 
handing off anything. I’ve learned something: 
You don’t blame somebody if it goes wrong, 
you take the blame as President. Once in a 
while you get a little credit, that’s fine, as 
President. But I’m the captain of that ship. 
I’m the President of the United States, and 
I make the decisions. 

Now, Jim Baker is extraordinarily able, and 
I can’t think—you need help, and he’s the 
best. He will bring together a new team to 
get these programs through the Congress 
where it’s needed and help me in every single 
way. 

But let me try some things on you—not 
just open the hood, fix it—I mean, you've 
got to do a little more than that. How about 
let me give you some ideas. Let me give you 
a couple of ideas. The biggest part of the 
budget—and somebody referred to it back 
here—two-thirds of the budget doesn’t come 
to the President: Mandatory spending pro- 
grams. Put the cap on them. And if I have 
my way with this Congress I keep getting 
asked about, they will take the tough deci- 
sion. And I'll have to take political heat be- 
cause it isn’t easy. Let the mandatory pro- 
grams grow to population and to inflation,and 
that’s it. No more. They'll grow; they won't 
be cut. But that’s what has to happen to get 
the deficit down. 

Add to that a balanced budget amend- 
ment. That got within six votes or eight votes 
of passing. And what happened? If you think 
I’m down on Congress on other things, I’m 
down on them in this because they got some- 
thing like 12 people that cosponsored the res- 
olution to change their votes. We're going 
to get it in the next Congress. We're going 
to get a line-item veto. Forty-three Gov- 
ernors have it. And my case to the American 
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people is if they can’t do it, let the President 
have a shot. It’s not going to solve the whole 
problem. 

I like term limits. Keep the Congress close 
to the people. I like the idea that I proposed 
of a check-off that says to the American tax- 
payer you can check off up to 10 percent 
of your income tax and that has to go to one 
thing, reducing the deficit. And if Congress 
doesn’t bring the spending side down, then 
you have a sequester across the board. And 
I believe that kind of medicine is necessary. 
It is not simply saying, “I’m going to fix it,” 
it is a specific proposal. I believe I’m going 
to win because people think those ideas are 
important to get into effect. So that’s how 
I'd cope with the deficit, or try to. 


Domestic Issues and Foreign Policy 


Moderator. Mr. President, just briefly as 
a followup, by appointing Mr. Baker as do- 
mestic czar, can we interpret that to mean 
that in your second term you will pay more 
attention to domestic issues than foreign pol- 
icy? How would you rank those? 

The President. It depends what's happen- 
ing in the world. A foremost responsibility 
of the President is the national security of 
this country. And when the history of my 
Presidency is written, 5 years from now I 
hope, I think we'll have every analyst, 
every—we'll have a library and everybody 
will go in there, and they'll see how my time 
was spent. My time, much more of it has 
been spent on domestic matters. 

The problem is, and we keep getting the 
same question, is I’m having to fight with 
a highly partisan Congress. That is going to 
change. So I will do what I have to do as 
Commander in Chief, as the guarantor of 
peace. And yes, I take some credit that this 
little girl knows not the same fear of nuclear 
war that some of you middle-aged guys out 
there knew. You don’t have any training 
drills. If we’re going to take a hit on the econ- 
omy being disconnected, how about a little 
credit for world peace and democracy and 
ancient enemies talking to each other, an- 
cient enemies talking peace when nobody 
dreamed that was possible? 

So I will do what I have to do to guarantee 
this little kid’s future. But I am going to con- 
tinue to strive, and I’ve thrown out some of 
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the ideas, for changing things in a domestic 
way that helps families. And it’s a big chal- 
lenge, but I’m absolutely confident, with the 
changes that are going to take place in Con- 
gress—there’s already 100 new Members, 
might be 150 coming in there—that we’re 
going to get the job done. 


Taxes 


. Good evening, Mr. President. Mr. 
President, talking about family values and the 
economy, nowadays there are a lot of us 
women that are choosing to stay home to be 
with our children, to raise them and give 
them a firm foundation, and therefore pro- 
viding a job opportunity for someone that’s 
unemployed. There’s a lot of tax breaks and 
incentives for two-family incomes and for 
child care, but where’s the tax break for the 
family where the mother chooses to stay in 
the house? 

The President. 1 don’t think—you sound- 
ed like Barbara Bush. She says what happens 
in your house is more important than what 
happens in the White House, and she’s abso- 
lutely right. And that doesn’t mean that she 
looks down on my daughters-in-law who hap- 
pen to work for a living, or whatever it is. 
But I think that you’re on to something. But 
I don’t want to, you know, promise things. 
There isn’t enough money in the world, in 
the United States, when we're operating at 
a deficit, to subsidize people for doing that 
which historically many people chose to do, 
stay and look after their kids at home. So 
I don’t want to mislead you, but I just don’t 
think we can promise any such thing. 

We do have flexibility in child care. It used 
to be, well, you have to look to the Govern- 
ment for the kind of child care you want. 
Now we work it out so parents can choose 
and they can get people in the neighborhood 
together or grandparents to look, whatever 
it is, and not have—and you still get support 
from the Government. But I don’t want to 
misrepresent it. I don’t believe, given the 
deficit that this gentleman understandably 
asked about as a young guy, his future being 
mortgaged every day, that we have enough 
money out there to subsidize those people 
like yourself who have sorted out your prior- 
ities to do what I admire. And I think that’s 
fine that you’re doing it. But I just can’t 
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pledge that we can give you money to do 
it. 
Interest Rates 


Moderator. Mr. President, families of all 
ages need help. And Nellie that we were just 
talking to, the elderly woman, so many of 
those people call us every day at the tele- 
vision station and they say that as the interest 
rates go down, their interest on savings is 
going down. And they're on fixed incomes. 
Can you hold out any hope for them? 

The President. Well, I can’t hold out for 
any hope for saying I want interest rates to 
go up. I mean, I am proud that they're down. 
And families that are overburdened on inter- 
est are being able to refinance their homes. 
So I can’t say to you they should do anything 
other than to invest their savings in some- 
thing that yields more money. We have got 
to have a policy of keeping interest rates 
down. And that is, in the final analysis, going 
to be one of the major stimulants of jobs and 
opportunity, jobs for kids. 

So to those whose earnings are down be- 
cause they had their money in CD’s who are 
now paying lower interest rates because 
we've been able to contain inflation, I would 
simply say, you know, try to find alternative 
investments because there’s plenty that pay 
more than a CD did or a Government bond 
does. But I cannot represent myself as want- 
ing to see some policy that would raise inter- 
est rates. I am very proud of the fact we 
brought them down. And I’m very proud of 
the fact we brought inflation down so that 
saver, that senior citizen you're talking about 
doesn’t see his or her savings explode in the 
cruelest tax of all, inflation. 

And I would get a partisan shot in here 
by reminding people what it was like when 
we had a Democratic President singing the 
same song that Governor Clinton is singing 
and a Democratic Congress. “Misery index,” 
20; inflation, 15; interest rates, 21. We can’t 


go back. 
Supreme Court Appointments 


Q. Mr. President, I'd like to change the 
subject for a moment. I believe that many 
voters who are undecided or those who per- 
haps might even support your candidacy are 
quite concerned about the record that you 
have exhibited in appointments to the Su- 
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preme Court and concerned about who you 
might appoint to the Supreme Court in a sec- 
ond term. And I think perhaps that fear is 
enhanced or aisukaale bit by your allow- 
ing Pat Buchanan to speak as he did at your 
convention. I’m wondering if you would 
speak a bit as to how you would approach 
likely appointments to the Supreme Court 
in a second Bush administration. 

The President. I’|| do that. And unlike the 
Democratic convention, we didn’t censor 
what people said, and we didn’t keep people 
that disagreed with that Clinton line off the 
program. That’s one thing that’s different. 

Secondly, maybe we just have a fundamen- 
tal difference as to what should happen on 
the Supreme Court. I have put two people 
on the Supreme Court who are construc- 
tionists, not trying to legislate from the 
Bench. I am not in the least bit apologetic 
about Clarence Thomas, nor about David 
Souter, both extraordinarily well-qualified, 
both passed by a Democratic Senate. And 
I don’t think the Supreme Court ought to 
legislate. What worries me is what Governor 
Clinton has indicated. Barbara sat near him 
at the Italian-American Foundation, and 
once again he raised this horrible specter of 
Mario Cuomo going on the Supreme Court. 
And you want to get somebody on there to 
legislate with a liberal point of view, then 
go that route. 

My view is, I don’t know where these guys 
stand on individual, specific social issues, but 
I have confidence in the fact that they are 
not going to legislate but they are going to 
interpret the Constitution. And that’s what 
I look for, and no revisionism is going to 
make me change my mind about Clarence 
Thomas, none. 

You know, the Anita Hill-Clarence Thom- 
as thing. They say, well, they've changed 
now. Forty-two percent of the people—we 
live and die by these polls—42 percent of 
the people used to think it was Thomas. Now 
he’s a minority, and Anita Hill’s a hero. Why? 
What made people change their mind on 
that? Is it that they suddenly all studied the 
issues? No, they got drummed into them by 
the women’s movements and all these people 
that Anita Hill was a hero and Clarence 
Thomas is the bad guy. But when the Amer- 
ican people saw the hearings, and they lis- 
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tened and passed judgment themselves, two 
to one they believe him. 

And so I am proud of him. I'll stand by 
him. I do not want to appoint people to the 
Court that have a sick point of view that they 
want to impose through the Bench on the 
people. That’s the job of the Legislature, and 
to some degree it’s the job of the President. 
So that’s my philosophy and that’s why I’ve 
acted the way I have. 

I looked at my watch during the debate, 
and I caught all kinds of hell from the media. 
But I’m going to look at it again, openly here. 
lt is a Timex, and it is now 16 of—thank 
you. That’s exactly what I did in the debate 
and he—oh, look at—he doesn’t know, he 
doesn’t seem assured of himself. He’s looking 
at the watch again. I mean, come on. I want- 
ed to declare myself. This is the strangest 
political year I’ve ever seen. Now things are 
changing, fast. 


Family Values 


Moderator. Mr. President, I have a fol- 
lowup question. Thanks for looking at your 
watch so the rest of us could get away with 
not doing it. [Laughter] Mr. Sharp asked you 
about the role of Pat Buchanan in your con- 
vention. That g goes to some criticism that you 
have gotten from people in your own party 
about so leaning to the religious right of the 
party that you have alienated a lot of centrist 
Republicans and Democrats, talking about 
even William Safire’s column a couple of 
weeks ago that you’ve done damage not only, 
he says, to your own Presidency but also to 
the party in general. 

The President. Couldn’t disagree more. 
Can’t be guided by New York Times col- 
umnists. I’ve decided to take them on. I used 
to sit quietly—hey, he’s entitled to his opin- 
ion. I don’t agree with him, and I don’t agree 
about that. And as I indicated, Pat Buchanan 
ran against me. He flailed me out there in 
the primaries. You’ve got a short memory, 
those who are asking that question. How do 
you think I felt about that? That’s the politi- 
cal process. He’s entitled to his opinion, his 
emphasis. I’m entitled to mine. But if your 
question is, how do I feel about faith and 
family values and that, I’ve tried to tell you 
how I feel about it. And I’m not retreating 
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from it, because it isn’t anything to do about 
prejudice. 

I got a question from Tom Brokaw one 
night on a nationally televised show not so 
long ago. And he said, with all respect to 
NBC, he said—and he did it in a very nice 
way, and it wasn’t pejorative—but he said, 
“Are you suggesting when you talk about 
family values that your values, your and Bar- 
bara’s family is better than Hillary and Bill 
Clinton’s?” I said, “Of course not.” Of course 
not. 

What we're talking about, though, is what 
these mayors told me about. And T I happen 
to believe that family is still the fabric of soci- 
ety. And when a little kid is born to a 13- 
year-old mother, some way we’ve got to find 
a way to have that kid loved by the parent 
and teach values and respect. And it isn’t 
happening. So I am not going to move away 
from that, but I am not going to identify my- 
self with the rhetoric of a man that went out 
and slammed the heck out of me up there 
in New Hampshire. 

So it’s a liberal’s nightmare, but I call them 
as I see them. I’m kind of proud that our 
convention didn’t try to censor what sud- 
denly was the wrath of all the talk shows. 
But we'll see, we'll see how it comes out on 
election day. 


Health Care 


Q. I work for $5.50 an hour. I go to work 
every day. My boss does not supply health 
care for us. We cannot afford to purchase 
health care. What is your plan, if any, to help 
us get insurance of some kind so we don’t 
have to starve to go to the doctor? 

The President. That’s the key, get insur- 
ance. What we need to do is pass my health 
care plan that provides insurance to the poor- 
est of the poor. Gives a voucher to the poor- 
est, it gives a tax credit to the next bracket 
above that so that they can get insurance, 
make insurance available. It pools insurance, 
small businesses pooling insurance so they 
get the benefit that a big company has. If 
you buy a lot of something, you get it at a 
cheaper price. If you buy a lot of insurance, 
you get it at a cheaper price. If you pool small 
businesses so they represent a lot of pur- 
chases, you get insurance at a cheaper price. 
That is a part of it. 





2180 


The other part of it is, we’ve got to go 
against this malpractice that is driving costs 
up to $25 billion to $50 billion. Doctors don’t 
dare to deliver babies because of some frivo- 
lous suit, or hospitals say, give this guy three 
tests to protect us against a malicious lawsuit. 

My program to control, put lids on these 
limitless lawsuits is really going to help bring 
health care costs down. And so will the pool- 
ing. And another thing about our plan is, 
right now people go to the emergency room 
and the hospital is stuck with the bill. The 
people don’t have insurance. If you have in- 
surance, that takes a burden off the hospitals. 

So we do have a good plan, and it really 
helps smail business, I think. I don’t know 
whether your employer is large or small, but 
whoever you work for, you'll be able to get 
it as an individual, and it will be portable. 
You take it with you if you find another job. 

Who is in charge of the water here? Any- 
body? Here’s one. Here, I'll just wander 
down like Phil Donahue and get myself a 
water. [Laughter] There you go. Thank you. 


Unemployment 


Q. Psychological studies of unemployed 
people have been viewed as suffering from 
unemployment neurosis. The most promi- 
nent symptom is not depression but apathy. 
The blacks of America suffer disproportion- 
ately from this neurosis, as well as many 
other Americans. This mental state makes 
people incapable of grasping the helping 
hand which may be extended to them. Mr. 
Bush, for our information, what form has 
your helping hand taken, and how do you 
view the American jobless reaction to that 
hand? 

The President. Well, I’m not a psychia- 
trist, and that’s a very—I didn’t know that. 
What I do know is, we’re trying very hard 
with the programs I’ve outlined to give peo- 
ple jobs, break the cycle of dependency and 
welfare. And we have indeed given waivers 
to many States to change the welfare system 
that just breeds dependency. 

You talk about a psychological neurosis. 
How would a kid feel, born into a, say, third 
or fourth generation? We've got to break that 
cycle. Learnfare and workfare—many of the 
States are trying, and I, through Dr. Lou Sul- 
livan, our black Secretary of HHS who is a 
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superb doctor and a great humanitarian, is 
trying hard to break that cycle. But the best 
way to break the cycle is a job with dignity 
in the private sector. And that’s why my small 
business program that I mentioned—regula- 
tion, taxes, lawsuits—plus what we’re _— 
about in enterprise zones is the answer. An 
we're going to get it done. 

Ross Perot 


Q. Mr. President, I was wondering which 
of Ross Perot’s ideas on the economy and 
the deficit do you like? It seemed so often 
in the debate you and Mr. Clinton both said, 
“Yes, I agree with you, Ross.” And upon your 
reelection, in your second term, any room 
for a job for Ross in your administration? 

The President. Well, not on the tax side 
of things, because I don’t want to raise the 
gasoline tax 50 cents a gallon, I mean, 50 
cents. I just think that would be bad for work- 
ing America, and I don’t want that. So I differ 
with him. I don’t think we ought to touch 
Social Security. 

What I agree with him on is putting the 
focus on the need to get the deficit down. 
At the debates, there wasn’t that much time, 
nor were there many specifics as to how to 
do that. I don’t agree with him that what I’ve 
subsequently learned he’s proposed, because 
it will, in my view, screech a fragilely growing 
economy to a halt. I just don’t think it needs 
that kind of a shock. 

I do agree with him on what we’re doing 
about mortgaging the future of various peo- 
ple. I don’t agree with him when he says we 
gave Saddam Hussein permission to take the 
northern part of Kuwait. That is simply not 
true. So we agree, I do agree with him on 
his dedication to trying to get the help on 
the POW question. 

So I have some places I agree, some places 
I don’t. Hey, but listen, I need all the help 
I can get. So, I don’t know about future jobs, 
but let’s get this election over, and then we'll 
see. 

I think this claim the other day, I mean, 
that thing was strange, and I don’t agree with 
him about that, obviously. 


Ronald Reagan 


Q. Mr. President, Ronald Reagan ran two 
of the most successful campaigns that we’ve 
ever seen in history. His influence or assist- 
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ance in your campaign, and I don’t mean him 
personally but maybe his camp of people, 
seems to be absent. Because I know part of 
the strategy in a campaign is to reach those 
voters that may be undecided, there is always 
a faction that will vote for you no matter what 
you do, and that faction that won’t vote for 
you no matter what you do. But why haven’t 
you enlisted his people or him more to assist 
you in this campaign? 

The President. Coincidence. Ronald 
Reagan will be going either tomorrow or the 
next day for me to North Carolina and some- 
place else. He’s agreed to do it, and I hope 
he does. I campaigned at his side in Orange 
County. He has been more than helpful in 
everything we've asked him to do. You know, 
I had a meeting with the former—the 
Reagan Alumni Association, I think they call 
themselves, in Washington, headed by Ed 
Meese, remember, who used to be—very, 
very supportive. 

So if there’s a perception that they are not 
helping, I think that’s an unfair perception. 
I hope that a lot of recent visits by the Presi- 
dent will be focused on, because I can’t ask 
for any more from him than what he’s doing 
to be supportive. And the things he was say- 
ing, even my mother would have blushed 
when she heard the nice things he said about 
what we’re trying to do. So he’s with us. 


Child Support 


Q. Mr. President, I'd like to ask you about 
your views concerning another national trag- 
edy: the billions of dollars owed single par- 
ents in uncollected child support. Presently 
20 percent of the children in this county are 
living at or below the poverty level. As a trial 
attorney, what can I tell my clients about 
your future efforts, if you’re elected next 
week, to eliminate this national dilemma? 

The President. Tell them I just signed a 
bill last week, and that bill goes after the 
deadbeat dads. And it was passed by this 
Congress, thus demonstrating we can, even 
with them, get something done. And what 
it did was, where they needed Federal sup- 
port, whether it’s a passport or anything else, 
crack down on them and see that Federal 
support no longer—or any—Federal permis- 
sion really to do things is not granted to those 
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who are running away and leaving these peo- 
ple. 

Because what happens, as you know, I’m 
sure, far better than I do because of your 
concern for usually the mother, that spouse, 
is that these people go across State lines. And 
until this legislation was passed, they haven’t 
been able to go at them. So I believe that 
legislation is a good step towards cracking 
down on these people who you’re after and 
will be helpful to those mothers normally that 
you re trying to help. 


Closing Statement 


Moderator. Mr. President, thanks for an- 
swering all of our questions in the past hour. 
And according to my old broken watch, we 
have about a minute left for you to make 
a closing statement, sir. 

The President. Can it be a direct appeal? 
I hate to have this many voters—I mean, is 
there any restriction on it? 

Well, let me just say that, one, thank you 
for everybody that did this, including the His- 
torical Society and the Association of Broad- 
casters. 

But look, this has been a terrible year in 
a sense. I believe I’m going to win the elec- 
tion. And I’m going to ask for everybody's 
support here. We have tried very hard to 
keep the public trust. We've had a clean ad- 
ministration. We've tried to serve with honor. 
We've literally changed the world through 
leadership. And what I’m asking people is 
this: Look, you’re going to the polls, consider 
character. It is important. 

Clinton’s wrong when you said it’s the 
character of the Presidency, not the Presi- 
dent. The President’s character shapes the 
Presidency. They are interlocked. And I hope 
I have demonstrated the character. I ho 
I’ve earned the trust of the American aie 
I see this economy moving. I believe that 
our programs that I’ve outlined will lift up 
everyone that’s hurting and give them a 
much better shot at the American dream. So 
that would be my appeal. 

I must say in conclusion, I have never felt 
such a sea change in politics as I have in 
the last 2 weeks. It’s beginning to happen. 
And people are looking at it: Who do you 
trust? Who has the character to serve in the 
Presidency of the United States? And that’s 
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why I’m asking for your vote and your sup- 
port. And thank you all very, very much. 

Moderator. Thank you, Mr. President. 
We appreciate your visit to Columbus, Ohio. 
I would like to make some quick thanks. 

The President. I think it would be most 
appropriate if I started walking down to say 
hello to Nellie before she changes her mind 
back there at 91. [Laughter] 

Moderator. | think that’s a great idea. 

The President. Is that all right? 

Moderator. Absolutely. Thank you all for 
joining us tonight. 


Note: The question-and-answer session 
began at 7 p.m. at the Ohio Historical Soci- 
ety. Moderators for the session were Gary 
Robinson, president of the Ohio Association 
of Broadcasters, and Columbus television an- 
chors Doug Adair of WCMH-TV, Deborah 
Countiss of WSYX-TV, and Bob Orr of 
WBNS-TV. In his remarks, the President re- 
ferred to Peter Ueberroth, chairman of the 
Rebuild L.A. Committee; Representative 
Chalmers P. Wylie; and Gov. Mario Cuomo 
of New York. These remarks follow the text 
as released by the Office of the Press Sec- 
retary at the White House on October 28. 


Statement on Signing the Land 
Remote Sensing Policy Act of 1992 


October 28, 1992 


Today I am signing into law H.R. 6133, 
the “Land Remote Sensing Policy Act of 
1992.” 

The Act will carry out my proposals for 
the future of the Landsat satellite program. 
It will ensure that continuity of Landsat-type 
data is maintained for the foreseeable future. 
That data will improve our understanding of 
the environment, strengthen our ability to 
manage natural resources, and assist with 
other activities of scientific, economic, and 
national security importance. 

The Act will also encourage future com- 
mercial opportunities in remote sensing by: 

—supporting investments in new remote 

sensing technologies; 
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—removing unnecessary restrictions on 
the dissemination of privately gathered 
data; 

—streamlining the licensing process for 
private remote sensing systems; and 

—encouraging growth of the market for 
remote sensing data by pricing federally 
provided data at the cost of fulfilling 
user requests, but no higher. 

Finally, I note that section 203(b) of the 
Act, regarding review of certain agency ac- 
tions under this Act, cannot be understood 
to supersede section 554 of title 5, United 
States Code, which exempts from review 
such matters as the conduct of military or 
foreign affairs functions. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 28, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 28. 


Statement on Signing the Veterans 
Home Loan Program Amendments 
of 1992 


October 28, 1992 


Today I am signing into law H.R. 939, the 
“Veterans Home Loan Program Amend- 
ments of 1992.” On balance, the bill im- 
proves the Veterans Home Loan Program by 
authorizing new programs and expanding or 
extending existing programs. 

I am, however, concerned that certain pro- 
visions of this bill raise serious constitutional 
concerns. For example, the race-based classi- 
fication of “Native Hawaiian” cannot be sup- 
ported as an exercise of the constitutional au- 
thority granted to the Congress to benefit 
Native Americans as members of tribes. 
Therefore, this classification would be sub- 
ject to the most exacting equal protection 
standards. I direct the affected Cabinet Sec- 
retaries to consult with the Attorney General 
in order to ensure that the program is imple- 
mented in a constitutional manner. 

In addition, the bill purports to require the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs to recommend 
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future legislation regarding a pilot program 
for housing loans to Native American veter- 
ans. The constitution grants exclusively to the 
President the power to recommend to the 
Congress such measures as he judges nec- 
essary and expedient. The Congress may not 
by law command the President or his subor- 
dinates to exercise the power that the Con- 
stitution commits to his judgment. There- 
fore, I will treat this requirement as advisory 
rather than mandatory. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 28, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 28. 


Statement on Signing the Intermodal 
Safe Container Transportation Act of 


1992 
October 28, 1992 


Today I am signing into law H.R. 3598, 
the “Intermodal Safe Container Transpor- 
tation Act of 1992.” 

This Act will require shippers to certify the 
cargo weights and contents of intermodal 
containers and trailers. The Act also author- 
izes States to impose liability on shippers 
where citations for violations of State high- 
way weight limits are issued to highway 
motor carriers as a result of erroneous certifi- 
cations. The legislation is a progressive step 
toward reducing the number of overweight 
vehicles on U.S. highways and the threats 
that they pose to public safety and highway 
pavement conditions. 

I regret, however, that there are some 
problems with the bill’s approach. I am con- 
cerned about the paperwork burden that will 
be levied on small shippers, the potential for 
inconsistent application by States, and the 
fact that the bill would, in effect, establish 
two enforcement programs: one for shippers 
in intermodal commerce and another for all 
other shippers. 

The Department of Transportation has 
been given considerable flexibility to develop 
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the regulations required by H.R. 3598. The 
Department will use its flexibility to mini- 
mize these potential problems. 

I urge all States to adopt a similar ap- 
proach. Failure to do so could complicate, 
instead of clarify, the intermodal shipping 
community's understanding of weight regula- 
tions for intermodal cargoes. 

This legislation is a first step toward a full 
review of overweight vehicle operations on 
U.S. highways. My Administration intends to 
undertake such a review. 

One section of the bill purports to require 
the Secretary of Transportation to submit, to 
several congressional committees, legislative 
and other recommendations for improving 
the collection of certain transportation data. 
Under Article II, section 3 of the Constitu- 
tion, the President possesses the exclusive 
authority to determine what legislative meas- 
ures he and his subordinates will recommend 
for the Congress’ consideration. To avoid 
constitutional difficulties, and consistent with 
established practice, I interpret this section 
of the bill to be advisory, not mandatory. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 28, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 28. 


Statement on Signing the Small 
Business Research and Development 
Enhancement Act of 1992 


October 28, 1992 


Today I have signed into law S. 2941, the 
“Small Business Research and Development 
Enhancement Act of 1992.” This measure 
recognizes the unique contribution of Ameri- 
ca’s small businesses in performing innova- 
tive research and thereby creating high skill 
jobs. It is these entrepreneurs who are lead- 
ing our private sector into the high tech- 
nology global markets of the 21st century. 

The Act will ensure the continuation of the 
highly successful Small Business Innovation 
Research (SBIR) program for another 7 
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years. Indeed, it will more than double the 
program’s size over the next 5 years to ap- 
proximately $1 billion annually. 

The SBIR program, which is celebrating 
its 10th anniversary, is coordinated by the 
Small Business Administration. The program 
helps small businesses bring cost-effective 
research and development expertise to Fed- 
eral agencies. It encourages entrepreneurs to 
find new commercial uses for Federal tech- 
nology. The innovative goods and services 
that these small businesses develop are sold 
in the domestic and international markets. 

Over the history of the program, small 
businesses have received $2.8 billion in fund- 
ing from 11 Federal agencies for over 21,000 
projects. At least one in four SBIR award 
winners has achieved commercial sales or ex- 
pects that commercial sales will occur. SBIR 
firms have produced new innovations in all 
areas of high technology, including 
superconductors and biotechnology. Perhaps 
the most gratifying are the many new prod- 
ucts and services developed in the biological, 
medical, and educational fields. 

S. 2941 will provide expanded opportuni- 
ties for this Nation’s vital asset, its small busi- 
ness entrepreneurs. It will foster their pio- 
neering spirit in inventing, producing, and 
selling high technology products and services 
here at home and around the world. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 28, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 28. 


Executive Order 12819— 
Establishing a Presidential Youth 
Award for Community Service 


October 28, 1992 


By the authority vested in me as President 
by the Constitution and the laws of the Unit- 
ed States of America, including section 12651 
of title 42 of the United States Code, it is 
hereby ordered as follows: 
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Section 1. A youth award for community 
service is hereby established. The award shall 
recognize outstanding voluntary community 
service contributions made by individuals be- 
tween the ages of 5 and 22. 

Sec. 2. The Director of the White House 
Office of National Service shall establish the 
criteria for the award. The criteria shall be 
based upon participation in voluntary com- 
munity service activity. The award may be 
bestowed upon any eligible individual who 
meets the established criteria. 

Sec. 3. The selection process for the award 
shall be administered by the Commission on 
National and Community Service and the 
White House Office of National Service. 
Such other individuals and entities as the Di- 
rector of the White House Office of National 
Service deems appropriate may participate in 
the selection process. 

Sec. 4. The award shall be presented by 
the President, his designee or designees, or 
individuals designated by the Director of the 
White House Office of National Service. 

Sec. 5. The name and design of the award 
shall be approved by the President upon the 
recommendation of the Director of the 
White House Office of National Service. 


George Bush 
The White House, 
October 28, 1992. 
[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 
11:16 a.m., October 29, 1992) 


Note: This Executive order was published in 
the Federal Register on October 30. 


Statement by Press Secretary 
Fitzwater on the Baltic-American 
Enterprise Fund 


October 28, 1992 


The President announced today that he 
will seek congressional authorization for the 
creation of a Baltic-American Enterprise 
Fund. This new fund, which will serve Esto- 
nia, Latvia, and Lithuania, will be capitalized 
at $45 million over 3 years and will be led 
by a board of directors composed of Amer- 
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ican citizens and representatives from the 
three Baltic countries. 

The enterprise fund will be modeled after 
similar funds established by the administra- 
tion for Poland, the Czech and Slovak Fed- 
eral Republic, Hungary, and Bulgaria, which 
have proven extremely successful in assisting 
private sector development. The objective of 
the fund will be to provide capital, in the 
form of either debt or equity financing, to 
small- and medium-sized private enterprises 
in the Baltics. Just as the other U.S. enter- 
prise funds have done, the Baltic-American 
Enterprise Fund may assist in the channeling 
of certain U.S. technical assistance in the Bal- 
tic countries, as well as financial assistance 
from other countries. 

The U.S. Government will also encourage 
participation in the fund by the European 
Bank for Reconstruction and Development, 
other donor countries, and private investors. 
Such a partnership would leverage USG 
funds by augmenting them with outside cap- 
ital. 

This U.S. initiative demonstrates once 
again strong administration support for the 
independence of Estonia, Latvia, and Lithua- 
nia. Since the three countries regained their 
independence one year ago, the administra- 
tion has supported, and continues to support, 
the withdrawal of all Russian forces from 
their territory at the earliest possible time, 
and has also provided substantial economic 
assistance. The administration’s overriding 
objective is to help the three countries inte- 
grate themselves economically and politically 
with the West to ensure their future prosper- 
ity and their freedom. 


Statement on Signing the Futures 
Trading Practices Act of 1992 


October 28, 1992 


Today I am signing into law H.R. 707, the 
“Futures Trading Practices Act of 1992.” 
This forward-looking legislation is good for 
America’s futures exchanges, good for farm- 
ers and ranchers who use futures, and good 
for U.S. financial markets. Indeed, this mod- 
ernization of our financial laws will benefit 
everybody who works and invests in the 
American economy. 
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The bill contains an important provision 
sought by the Administration to give the Fed- 
eral Reserve Board authority to oversee mar- 
gin levels on stock index futures. The margin 
provision is crucial to help avoid the kinds 
of major market disruptions that occurred in 
October 1987 and October 1989. It is part 
of my Administration’s continuing effort to 
adapt financial laws to the “one market” of 
stock and stock derivative products. 

The bill also gives the Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission (CFTC) exemptive au- 
thority to remove the cloud of legal uncer- 
tainty over the financial instruments known 
as swap agreements. This uncertainty has 
threatened to disrupt the huge, global market 
for these transactions. The bill also will per- 
mit exemptions from the Commodity Ex- 
change Act for hybrid financial products that 
can compete with futures quadeans without 
the need for futures-style regulation. 

The margin and exemptive authority re- 
forms are critical for keeping U.S. financial 
markets strong and competitive. The Admin- 
istration first requested them 2 years ago, and 
I am delighted that they now have been 
adopted. 

The bill strengthens the ability of the 
CFTC to police the futures markets, impose 
tougher penalties on wrongdoers, and obtain 
assistance from foreign futures regulators. 
These provisions will further enhance the 
reputation of the United States as the safest 
and best place in the world to conduct trad- 
ing. 

Two provisions of the Act could be inter- 
preted in a manner that would raise constitu- 
tional concerns and will, therefore, be con- 
strued so as to avoid those concerns. 

Section 215 purports to direct me to ap- 
point persons to the CFTC who meet certain 
congressionally mandated criteria. This pro- 
vision raises constitutional concerns by ap- 
pearing to circumscribe my power under the 
Appointments Clause to nominate officers of 
the United States. I shall treat the provision 
as containing advisory, rather than manda- 
tory, criteria for appointment. 

Section 213(a)(2) directs the CFTC to 
issue regulations specifying the  cir- 
cumstances under which the governing board 
of a contract market may issue, without prior 
CFTC approval but subject to CFTC suspen- 
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sion within 10 days, issue a temporary emer- 
gency market rule. To avoid any violation of 
the Appointments Clause of the Constitu- 
tion, this section will be construed only to 
permit the CFTC to waive the usual statutory 
requirement that it approve such private 
market arrangements. So construed, the sec- 
tion does not vest exercise of significant gov- 
ernmental authority in the governing boards. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 28, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 29. 


Statement of Signing the Housing 
and Community Development Act of 
1992 


October 28, 1992 


Today I am signing into law H.R. 5334, 
the “Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1992.” This bill establishes a sound 
regulatory structure for Government-spon- 
sored enterprises (GSEs), combats money 
laundering, provides essential regulatory re- 
lief to financial institutions, authorizes sev- 
eral key Administration housing initiatives, 
and reduces the risk of lead-based paint poi- 
soning. 

This legislation addresses the problems 
created by the rapid expansion of certain 
GSEs in the last decade. It establishes a 
means to protect taxpayers from the possible 
risks posed by GSEs in housing finance. The 
bill creates a regulator within the Depart- 
ment of Housing and Urban Development 
(HUD) to ensure that the housing GSEs are 
adequately capitalized and operated safely. 

H.R. 5334 includes many of my Adminis- 
tration’s regulatory relief proposals for de- 
pository institutions. The regulatory burden 
that the Congress has placed on our banking 
system has reached a staggering level that 
prevents banks from providing the credit that 
is necessary to assure economic growth. By 
reducing the regulatory burden, this bill will 
assist banks, borrowers, and the economy as 
a whole. 
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This legislation also improves the Federal 
Government’s ability to combat money laun- 
dering. It penalizes financial institutions con- 
victed of money laundering and strengthens 
Federal law enforcement capabilities signifi- 
cantly. These provisions create important 
new tools in fighting the war against illegal 
drugs and other serious crin.inal activities. 

The bill allows Federal psosecutors to ob- 
tain orders forfeiting tens of millions of dol- 
lars in assets belonging to drug kingpins that 
have been moved from the United States to 
foreign lands. It also authorizes the Govern- 
ment to prosecute those who launder the 
proceeds of corrupt foreign banks in the 
United States. 

The anti-money-laundering provisions of 
the bill include authority to seize funds be- 
longing to foreign banks involved in criminal 
activities when those funds are located in 
interbank accounts in the United States. 
Interbank accounts, of course, are used to 
facilitate the transactions of innocent third 
parties. Because of the potential impact on 
such transactions, it is important that this sei- 
zure authority be used judiciously and with 
attention to the effect such seizures might 
have on the interbank payment and clearing 
system. The Attorney General and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury will work together to 
ensure coordinated review of such cases. 

This legislation also advances the Federal 
Government’s efforts to eliminate lead-based 
paint hazards, especially among those most 
vulnerable—young children. The bill would 
focus inspection and hazard reduction efforts 
by HUD on older housing stock where the 
incidence of lead paint is greatest. It also sup- 
ports the development of State programs to 
certify contractors who engage in lead-based 
paint activities. 

I regret, however, that the Congress chose 
to attach these important reforms to a hous- 
ing bill that contains numerous provisions 
that raise serious concerns. My Administra- 
tion worked diligently to craft a compromise 
housing bill that would target assistance 
where it is needed most, expand homeowner- 
ship opportunities, ensure fiscal integrity, 
and empower recipients of Federal housing 
assistance. 

I also note that two provisions of the bill 
must be narrowly construed to avoid con- 
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stitutional difficulties. Section 1313 would 
authorize the Director of the newly estab- 
lished Office of Federal Housing Enterprise 
Oversight within HUD to submit “reports, 
recommendations, testimony, or comments” 
to the Congress without prior approval or re- 
view by “any officer or agency of the United 
States.” The bill also provides the Director 
authority, exclusive of the Secretary of Hous- 
ing and Urban Development, to promulgate 
safety and soundness regulations and to for- 
mulate an annual budget. When a member 
of the executive branch acts in an official ca- 
pacity, the Constitution requires that I have 
the ultimate authority to supervise that offi- 
cer in the exercise of his or her duties. In 
order to avoid constitutional difficulties, and 
without recognizing the Congress’ authority 
to prevent the Secretary from supervising on 
my behalf an agency within HUD, I will in- 
terpret this provision to permit me to super- 
vise the Director through other means, such 
as through the Office of Management and 
Budget. 

Section 911 of the bill requires the Sec- 
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
to establish guidelines for housing credit 
agencies to “implement” section 102(d) of 
the Department of Housing and Urban De- 
velopment Reform Act of 1989 (42 U.S.C. 
3545(d)). That provision requires the Sec- 
retary to certify that HUD assistance to hous- 
ing projects is not more than necessary to 
provide affordable housing, after taking other 
Federal and State assistance into account, 
and to adjust the amount of HUD assistance 
to compensate for changes in assistance 
amounts from other sources. To avoid the 
constitutional difficulties that would arise if 
section 911 were understood to vest in hous- 
ing credit agencies the exercise of significant 
authority under Federal law, I interpret sec- 
tion 911 to permit the Secretary to formulate 
guidelines under which he will retain the ulti- 
mate authority to make the determinations 
required by section 102(d). 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 28, 1992. 
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Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 29. 


Statement on Signing the 
Agricultural Credit Improvement 
Act of 1992 


October 28, 1992 


Today I am signing into law H.R. 6129, 
the “Agricultural Credit Improvement Act of 
1992,” which modifies the Farmers Home 
Administration program. 

Although I have signed H.R. 6129, I will 
withhold my approval of H.R. 6138 because 
it is identical to section 24 of H.R. 6129. 


George Bush 
The White House, 
October 28, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 29. 


Statement on Signing the Defense 
Production Act Amendments of 1992 


October 28, 1992 


Today I have signed into law S. 347, the 
“Defense Production Act Amendments of 
1992.” 

The Defense Production Act (DPA) pro- 
vides the President with extraordinary au- 
thority to establish production and material 
allocation priorities when the national de- 
fense so requires. The DPA expired on 
March 1, 1992. Enactment of S. 347 restores 
that authority through September 30, 1995. 
The availability of these authorities to the 
President, in the event of unexpected na- 
tional defense crises, enables him to ensure 
that the Nation will have the equipment and 
supplies it needs under all circumstances. 

I must, however, note several reservations 
that I have regarding sections 124, 135, and 
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163. Section 124 requires the Secretary of 
Commerce to report to specified congres- 
sional committees on the impact of offset 
agreements between importers and exporters 
of American-made weapons systems. These 
agreements stipulate, as a precondition of a 
sale, that the exporter will partially com- 
pensate the importer—through either co- 
production, countertrade, or barter arrange- 
ments—for the purchase. The report is to 
include alternative findings or recommenda- 
tions on offsets offered by heads of other de- 
partments and agencies to the Secretary. I 
sign this bill with the understanding that this 
provision does not detract from my constitu- 
tional authority to protect the executive 
branch deliberative process. 

Section 135 requires the Government to 
keep a new data base on America’s busi- 
nesses. Under section 705 of the DPA, the 
Government is permitted, for the purpose of 
collecting information for the data base, to 
issue subpoenas to America’s businesses, 
issue administrative search warrants to in- 
spect the premises of America’s businesses, 
and require America’s businesses to keep 
records and make reports to the Govern- 
ment. Failure to comply with those Govern- 
ment requirements is punishable by a fine 
or up to 1 year in jail. 

Collecting industrial base data from Amer- 
ica’s companies through the means provided 
in section 705 would intrude inappropriately 
in peacetime into the lives of Americans who 
own and work in the Nation’s businesses. 
Such intrusion is neither necessary to meet 
U.S. national defense needs nor would be 
consistent with the liberties of those who own 
and work in America’s businesses. Accord- 
ingly, I direct the affected heads of executive 
departments and agencies not to use sub- 
poena, search warrant, or other intrusive 
techniques under the authority of section 705 
of the Defense Production Act in implement- 
ing section 722 of the Act without the specific 
approval of the President. They will proceed 
instead to seek information from America’s 
businesses on a voluntary basis. However, the 
provisions of section 705 may be used to sup- 
port other programs and other provisions of 
the Defense Production Act, in accordance 
with current delegations of authority under 
section 705. 
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Section 163 requires a study on foreign in- 
vestment in the United States and the pos- 
sible motives of foreign investors. While this 
Administration will prepare such a study, I 
note again that I remain committed to the 
historic, open investment policy that I 
reaffirmed in my statement of December 26, 
1991. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 28, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 29. 


Statement on Signing the Audio 
Home Recording Act of 1992 


October 28, 1992 


Today I am signing into law S. 1623, the 


“Audio Home Recording Act of 1992,” which 
will benefit American consumers, creators, 
and innovators. 

S. 1623 will ensure that American consum- 
ers have access to equipment embodying the 
new digital audio recording technology. It 
also protects the legitimate rights of our 
songwriters, performers, and recording com- 
panies to be fairly rewarded for their tremen- 
dous talent, expertise, and capital invest- 
ment. This will be accomplished by fairly 
compensating these artists for the copying of 
their works and by creating a system that will 
prevent unfettered copying of digital audio 
tapes. 

This legislation sends an important mes- 
sage to unscrupulous competitors abroad. 
We will not stand by and allow the creativity 
and ingenuity of our people to be unfairly 
copied. We will vigorously fight attempts to 
copy the cutting-edge technologies devel- 
oped by our biotechnology, chemical, and 
pharmaceutical industries; to copy our 
sought-after books, movies, and computer 
programs; and to copy the trademarks that 
represent the quality of the goods for which 
we are famous. We will protect the American 
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jobs and exports represented by these Amer- 
ican innovations. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 28, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 29. 


Remarks to the South Wayne County 
Chamber of Commerce in Southgate, 
Michigan 


October 29, 1992 


Thank you, John. Thank all of you very, 
very much. Please be seated. May I thank 
the Governor and say how pleased I am that 
he is leading our campaign in Michigan. 
There’s no way that you can look at an elec- 
toral map or look at a map of this country 
and put priorities on States without realizing 


the significance that Michigan has for who- 
ever is running for President. And I’m very 
encouraged with what John told me when 
we climbed off the plane. I’m encouraged 
with the way these polls that we live and die 
by are shaping up. 

But today what I thought I'd do, after 
thanking Heinz Prechter, my old friend—I 
tell you, you get nervous just around the guy, 
he’s so energetic. He is too much. He’s got 
a thousand ideas. But I'll tell you something. 
The longer I’ve been in politics, the more 
I understand something that I think is a real 
verity, and that is friendships really matter. 
You can tell them when things are tough, 
the friends that hang in there with you. Heinz 
has been at my side for some time, and I’m 
grateful to him. He is doing, as he modestly 
pointed out, a very good job on the exports. 
[Laughter] So I thank him for that. 

I thank Omer and all the rest of you for 
being here from so many communities. What 
I thought I’d do today in hopefully a relaxed 
way—because we go off to these rallies 
where it’s not particularly relaxed—is just 
make some comments on the economy and 
try to fairly, to objectively point out the dif- 
ferences that I have with Governor Clinton 
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on this. I'd point out the differences I have 
with H. Ross on this, but I’m not sure exactly 
what they are because all he says is “fix it.” 
Well, we want to fix it, but not by raising 
the gasoline tax 50 cents, I might add. 

So, here we go. Governor Clinton—I hon- 
estly believe that they won’t—could not win 
the election unless they convince everybody 
that the economy is really worse than it is. 
That led Governor Clinton to say, this is the 
worst economy in 50 years. It led a rebuttal 
from the Wall Street Journal editorial, saying 
this is talking the biggest economic lies in 
50 years. 

It isn’t the worst economy. You only have 
to go back to the Jimmy Carter years when 
you had those interest rates up at 21 percent 
and inflation that touched 15 percent before 
you realize that they—and they invented the 
“misery index,” unemployment and_infla- 
tion—it was double what it is now, even 
though we’ve been through extraordinarily 
difficult times. 

Governor Clinton says we have the— 
wages are 13th in the world. Our total com- 
pensation leads the world. Many of you busi- 
ness people know that the cost of doing busi- 
ness is not simply wages, it is the total pack- 
age, and total compensation leads the world. 
That is a good point. 

On industrial decline: Governor Clinton 
says we have industrial decline. He says our 
economy is somewhere less than Germany 
but more than Sri Lanka. Well, he ought to 
get around the world a little bit to understand 
that we, in spite of our economic difficulties, 
have an economy that’s better than Japan, 
better than Germany, better than Canada, 
better than Western Europe, and certainly 
Eastern Europe and the struggling econo- 
mies that have just come out from behind 
the Iron Curtain. 

Our farmers, our workers are the world’s 
most productive. Productivity is going up in 
this country. And the U.S. is gaining manu- 
facturing market. We hear about our manu- 
facturing base being shipped overseas; not 
so. We are gaining manufacturing market. 
And yes, some of the companies, and maybe 
some of your businesses, have had to stream- 
line, be a little more efficient, modernize. 
But I do believe that because you’ve done 
that, we are poised for a vigorous recovery 
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with interest rates and inflation, as John 
Engler and Heinz both said, moving towards 
decade-worth lows there. 

Clinton talks about the trickle-down poli- 
cies benefiting the rich. The fact of it is that 
the rich pay a higher percentage of the total 
taxes than in 1980 and then in the years be- 
fore that. The reduction in the capital gains 
and in the top level, even though I want a 
greater capital gains reduction, led to a big- 
ger percentage of the tax burden being paid 
by the rich. 

Governor Clinton says we can’t compete 
with Japan and Germany; not so. We are the 
number one exporter. Exports have saved us 
in these extraordinarily difficult times of 
global recession, and now I would say global 
slowdown. Our exports are up 40 percent. 
They're going to go up more if I accomplish 
my aim of more free and fair trade agree- 
ments. 

Governor Clinton talks about a deep reces- 
sion, bordering on depression. That is simply 
not true. For a person out of work, it’s de- 
pression. I'll admit that, and I'll say, listen, 
we want to help you with job retraining, bet- 
ter education, stimulating the growth of the 
small business sector so we can create more 
jobs. Yes, for a person out of work it doesn’t 
matter what you call it, recession, depression; 
that family is hurting. 

But in terms of the overall economy, it isn’t 
true. We have grown now, albeit anemically, 
for six straight quarters. The technical defini- 
tion of recession has always been two quar- 
ters of negative growth. We have had growth 
for six straight quarters. And the worst news 
in the world for Clinton and Gore—and I 
will admit it surprised us a littlek—was when 
the growth came out at 2.7 for the third quar- 
ter. That’s pretty darn good turnaround here. 
It’s pretty—beginning. It’s not robust 
growth, but it’s far more impressive than ob- 
viously all these economists had been pre- 
dicting. So we are not in a recession. We’re 
fixing to move, and we’re moving with some 
of our fundamentals in far better shape. 

He always talks about, “Well, the worst 
since Herbert Hoover.” And that is because 
they don’t want to talk about what it was like 
when we had a Democratic President and 
a Democratic Congress. That was when we 
had the Carter years of malaise. Remember 
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the word? Again, the “misery index,” a stand- 
ard that was invented by the Democrats to 
try to embarrass us, it is half the “misery 
index” of what it was when Jimmy Carter 
went out of office. 

We have had six quarters of growth. The 
last one, as I say, was 2.7. And if you look, 
and some of you all know this, we are grow- 
ing much better than Japan and Germany. 
Germany had negative growth for the last 
month. Japan was half of our growth when 
it was 1.7. So it is not fair to try to scare 
the American people and tell them how bad 
everything is. 

We are in a global economy, and that’s one 
reason I think international affairs and un- 
derstanding of the world matter. Because I 
am convinced that if we do what we must 
do in exports, it’s the United States that’s 
going to lead the world, not just for United 
States economy, but for the global economy. 
So we are doing better than those trading 
partners that Governor Clinton keeps hold- 
ing up to us as an image. 

We've got another difference. Eastern Eu- 
rope and certainly Russia and other coun- 
tries, because of our policies, I think, peace 
through strength—and I salute my prede- 
cessor—are free now, and they're demo- 
cratic, and they are moving. They’re moving 
away from the very kinds of policy that Gov- 
ernor Clinton’s talking about. He talks about 
Government investing. Government does not 
create productive jobs. The private sector 
does. This is perhaps the most major dif- 
ference I have with him in the economic 
field. It is not the Government that creates 
jobs. 

He wants to get more money, $220 billion 
in new spending right off the top. And I want 
to hold the line, constrain the growth of the 
mandatory spending programs, get them 
under control because they’re the ones that 
are increasing this deficit all the time, and 
then stimulate growth. Invest, if you will, but 
have the private sector do it through invest- 
ment tax allowance or first-time homebuyers 
tax credit or capital gains. The Democrats 
have called capital gains a break for the rich. 
It is no such thing. We get a proper level 
of capital gains, it will spur entrepreneurship 
and spur creativity in starting new businesses. 
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Governor Clinton says, “Well, I’m a dif- 
ferent kind of Democrat,” but his tax in- 
crease that he’s already proposed of $150 bil- 
lion that he says he'll get from the rich— 
no way—is more than Mondale and Dukakis 
said to start—for openers. You add those two 
together and Clinton’s approach is higher. 
And I just don’t believe, even if we were not 
in a very slow economic growth period, I just 
don’t believe that taking more of the GDP 
in taxes is the answer. So we've got a fun- 
damental difference on that. 

Clinton asked the other morning how 
much things cost. And I would simply remind 
him what it would have been like if we’d have 
continued with the Carter rates of inflation. 
Take milk today, what, $2.70, say. It would 
have been something like $8.23 if that rate 
of inflation had continued. Gasoline—I don’t 
even—different prices in different commu- 
nities. But you can get it for, what, $1.19, 
$1.25. If you use that math to continue their 
inflation, you'd be in orbit, 56 bucks. [Laugh- 
ter] So I think that may be a little unfair 
to project that inflation rate, but that’s what 
we were up against. We forget that as a na- 
tion. We simply cannot go back to policies 
that brought that out. 

People have been able to refinance their 
mortgages because we brought the interest 

rates down. People say, “Well, are you better 
off than you were?” Well, it depends who 
you're talking to. If you can refinance your 
home and save $600, $700, maybe $2,000 in 
a year, you're better off, provided you re 
working. If you’re a senior citizen and your 
interest rates are—your inflation rate is 
down, you are far better off than if you’d 
stayed there with anything like the Carter 
rate of inflation, because you would have had 
your savings disappear, blow up right in front 
of your eyes. 

Also in a foreign affairs sense, if you’re a 
kid you’re better off because you grow up 
with less fear of nuclear war. And if you re 
an ethnic American, and there’s plenty of 
them around this State of Michigan, you’re 
better off because your parents and your 
family are growing up under freedom and 
democracy and not under the yoke of com- 
munism. 

So that question that they try to use against 
me I think should be selectively asked. I 
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think that in totality a lot of people would 
be better off. Again, that doesn’t mean we 
shouldn’t empathize with and feel great com- 
passion for those who are hurting and those 
who are out of work. 

I have a big difference with Governor 
Clinton on exports. A billion dollars in ex- 
ports creates 20,000 new jobs. And I hear 
a lot of talk out of Governor Clinton on the 
free trade agreement. You heard the debate. 
He tries to have it both ways. 

I’ve discovered as President, you can’t do 
that. You can’t say on the one hand, and then 
on the other. You can’t be for the NAFTA 
agreement one day and then have caveats the 
next. You can’t be for right-to-work in one 
State, and then oppose it when you talk to 
the union leaders in another State. You can’t 
be for the CAFE standards when you're try- 
ing to win over the Sierra Club, and then 
come up here and tell the workers that you 
don’t mean it. 

So we have a big difference on exports. 
And I believe the North American free trade 
agreement will create jobs. I’m absolutely 
convinced it will create 200,000 jobs. I want 
to see that followed with trade agreements 
with Chile. I want to see it with Eastern Eu- 
rope. And let’s never forget we are a Pacific 
power as well, and free and fair trade with 
access to those markets under a much freer 
basis will mean jobs for the American worker. 

So we have a big difference in how we 
approach the market, how we approach the 
marketplace. And I know that there’s some 
people that get dislocated but very few when 
you look at the totality of new jobs. And for 
those you have a vigorous retraining pro- 
gram. We've proposed one that I think will 
take care of the requirements. 

I also get asked, particularly in Michigan, 
about “Well, why won't all the jobs be 
shipped to Mexico?” Or I get charged by 
Governor Clinton and the Ozone Man of say- 
ing that—[{laughter|—saying that all the jobs 
will be switched down to Mexico. My rhetori- 
cal question is, if labor rates are the basis 
for shipping co — overseas, how come 
Haiti isn’t the industrial capital of the world 


or Mexico today? It isn’t. I read in the paper 
that General Motors might bring 1,000 jobs 
back from Mexico. So we should not let them 
scare the American people by this siren’s 
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song of protection. It does not work. It 
shrinks markets and puts people out of work. 

So in all of these areas we have a major 
difference. I still feel that my idea of stimu- 
lating investment for small business that I 
clicked off a minute ago, with less regulation, 
less taxes, is a far better way to go than the 
investing in America through the Govern- 
ment taking your money and trying to invest 
it. 

On health care, I’ve got a big difference. 
Governor Clinton wants a payroll tax for 
health care and training. He says he doesn’t, 
but his program would lead to that. And 
mine, through tax credits and vouchers to the 
poorest of the poor, for the vouchers, and 
for relief for the next bracket, and pooling 
of insurance is a—and doing something 
about these crazy malpractice suits that cost 
25 to 50 billion dollars is the way to go. 

He wants to set up a Government board— 
a Government board ends up in rationing 
health care. And we've got the best quality 
of health care in the world. And the way to 
keep it up is to keep the system as private 
as possible and not slap a 7 percent payroll 
tax on small business. So we've got a big dif- 
ference on that. 

I believe that the answer to being competi- 
tive in the future is education. But, again, 
Clinton’s program is to go for expanding 
mandated programs. And ours, America 2000 
is for getting the teachers and the parents 
and the community involved in revolutioniz- 
ing schools through our New American 
Schools Corporation, but not emphasizing 
the bureaucracy or catering to the NEA, 
which is a powerful union, which has simply 
presided over the building up of educational 
bureaucracy. So I’ve got a big difference on 
education. 

One of the biggest areas of difference that 
affects the economy is the area of legal re- 
form. I touched on it, but the Arkansas trial 
lawyers head says, “Well, the Governor has 
never stood against us at all.” You look at 
where the funds come from for the cam- 
paigns, and they are in his corner 100 per- 
cent. The costs in this are just absolutely out- 
rageous. I have sent legislation up after legis- 
lation to put a cap on some of these out- 
rageous liability claims, because we are suing 
each other too much and caring for each 
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other too little in this country. And we've got 
to do something about it. 

I believe on health—well, I mentioned the 
health care plan. 

On CAFE standards, this one I have a very 
big difference with him. In Lansing, Gov- 
ernor Clinton said, and I will give you the 
quote, “I defy anyone to find where we said 
it should be in legislation.” But here is the 
Bill Clinton national energy strategy, and 
here is a quote in that, “I support an increase 
in corporate average fuel economy standards. 
The 45 miles per gallon standard should be 
incorporated into national legislation.” 

Now, in my view, that would throw an 
awful lot of auto workers out of work. Every 
automotive expert says to meet those 45 mile 
= gallon, say nothing of 40 standards, would 

e a tremendous burden and almost scientif- 
ically impossible for tomorrow on the auto 
industry. And I don’t think that’s what we 
need to do in order to get this industry mov- 
ing again. So I have a very big difference 
on that one. 

I mentioned regulation generally. Some of 
that is legislative. And very candidly, I must 
accept some of the responsibility for the ex- 
ecutive branch. We have put a freeze on leg- 
islation. All I want you to know is we are 
going to try to do a superb job on lifting the 
regulatory burden. 

On the Clean Air Act and on the Ameri- 
cans for Disability Act, we’ve had to put, un- 
derstandably, put in a lot of new regulations. 
But we put the freeze on, on a lot of other 
ones, and I believe that will lift the burden 
on those of you who are in the small business 
sector. 

Again, our biggest difference—a biggest 
difference—is on spending and taxes versus 
trying to hold the line on both. The manda- 
tory growth programs are the ones that are 
totally out of control. And our program is 
to put a cap on them. Let them grow to infla- 
tion, and let them grow to population in- 
creases, but no more. That does mean that 
there’s going to be some tough decisions as 
you sort out which of those programs can’t 
grow as rapidly as they'd been growing here- 
tofore. But it is the only way we're going to 
get it down. 

Then with it, I call for the following dis- 
ciplinary actions. One is a balanced budget 
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amendment to the Constitution. We almost 
had it done, passed the Senate, passed the 
House. Then the leadership, who oppose it— 
those same leaders that have been in charge 
for 38 years in the Congress—whipped about 
eight or nine cosponsors of the legislation 
into changing their vote after they had voted 
for it. That is simply outrageous. And I be- 
lieve that we can get that done in the next 
session of Congress, because you're going to 
have at least 100, maybe 150 new Members 
of Congress. Why? Because the crazy guys 
that are running it out there can’t even con- 
trol a two-bit bank or a two-bit post office. 
I mean, people have lost confidence in them, 
and that’s why you’re going to have such a 
big turnover. So we've got to get that bal- 
anced budget amendment. I want that check- 
off where people that are concerned about 
the deficit can put a check in their box— 
tax return for 10 percent of their taxes to 
go for one thing, lowering the deficit. Then 
Congress, under this proposal, will have to 
do it. If they can’t do it on a priority basis, 
you have what’s known as a sequester, and 
that goes across-the-board. Tough medicine, 
but we’re going to have to do something 
about it. 

The third point is the line-item veto. 
Forty-three Governors have it. It in itself will 
not permit the budget to get in balance, but 
along with these other things it would be of 
enormous, enormous benefit. I have a couple 
of bills sitting there right now that I have 
to make a decision on in the next couple of 
days that could be altered and made satisfac- 
tory if I had a line-item veto, and I don't. 
I think the American people are strongly sup- 
portive. 

And the last one, point four on all this, 
is that I do believe it’s time for the Congress 
to have the same limitations a President does, 
not in length of term, but I’m talking about 
term limits on the Members of the Congress. 
It’s a way to give it back to the people, and 
I believe that that time has come to do that. 
Presidents serve 8 years, and I think Mem- 
bers of Congress should serve 12 and then 
go on home and let somebody else have a 
shot at it. Congress was not set up to be a 
year-round self-perpetuating organization. 
So we're going to—I’m going to take that 
case to the American people. 
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There are many other differences. But I 
just wanted to dwell a little bit on the eco- 
nomic side. 

Let me simply say in conclusion, I agree 
things have dramatically changed out in the 
country. Some of it is because I think people 
now realize that though we have economic 
difficulties, the economy is not as sick as the 
opposition would have you believe. 

I had a little contretemps with one of the 
more famous news commentators this morn- 
ing, and he asked about this and I said, “Well, 
what do you expect the American people to 
think when 92 percent of the news on the 
network news is negative? By accident, you 
ought to be able to make it up to 10 percent 
positive.” [Laughter] The unemployment is 
down. Unemployment is down for 3 straight 
months, and the 3d month out comes the 
headline on the evening news, “Bad news for 
President Bush: job market shrinks.” I mean, 
come on, unemployment is down for 3 
straight months, and that’s a good thing. In 
fact, unemployment claims, even they 
ooched up a tiny bit now, are for the last 
3 or 4 months at all-time lows, which is en- 
couraging in terms of what it says about the 
fundamentals of this economy. 

So, when you see me holding up that 
bumper sticker that says “Annoy the Media. 
Reelect Bush,” I hope you'll understand it 
is not simply out of frustration. It is simply 
that I think they've lost in this election year 
all productivity—objectively—productivity 
they’ve always lost—[laughter]—but objec- 
tivity. And my point on all that is, hey, don’t 
let it get you down. Just say what Harry Tru- 
man said, “There’s 50 of them covering the 
White House, and none of them know 
enough to pound sand in a rat’s hole.” That 
was Harry Truman, not George Bush. 
[Laughter] So I can quote him and be gentle 
and kind with these guys. [Laughter] 

I'll tell you, I’ve had enough. I know you've 
suffered enough here, but let me just point 
out, I hold up that bumper sticker, and every- 
body knows exactly what we’re talking about. 
I'm not asking for sympathy. I’m asking just 
that it be judged. pa 3 you see, the media, 
the national media now holding little semi- 
nars on Ted Koppel at night, “Have we been 
truly fair? Have we been objective?” Koppel 
did that down in Houston with a nonpartisan 
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audience, and he said, “Now, if you think 
we've been unfair to George Bush, please 
clap.” They’re still clapping down there. 
[Laughter] And he sat there very—ooh, and 
it went on and on and on. 

The point is, the good thing about a cam- 
paign is, you take your message to the people. 
What I was going to say is, if you don’t get-— 
if you feel the same way as I do about “Annoy 
the Media. Reelect Bush,” don’t take it out 
on the cameramen. Some people get so ex- 
cited there, they were jabbing the American 
flag into the back of these poor guys. These 
are the good guys. The people traveling with 
us are the good guys. Save your wrath for 
those faithless Republicans and faithless 
Democrats who wrote me off about 2 months 
ago, because we are going to show that rat 
hole that we’re going to win this election. 
We're going to win it. I’m afraid this was a 
little boring today, but we’re going to win 
it because there is a reality out there, and 
the American people understand it. 

Then there’s a subject that never even 
comes up anymore, world peace, democracy, 
freedom, less fear of nuclear war. I believe 
that those are pretty good things. Then the 
last ingredient, when people go into the 
booth, they’re going to say, “Look, Bush may 
have screwed this up. At least he admits it 
when he does.” That’s what we teach my 
kinds to do. If you make a mistake, admit 
it, go on about leading the country. 

But in the final analysis they're going to 
ask themselves the question: Who do I trust? 
Who would I trust with my family? And who 
would I trust with a crisis coming up, wheth- 
er it’s domestic or international? I really be- 
lieve—I’ve worked hard, and so has Barbara 
Bush I might add, to earn the trust of the 
American people. That’s what I think is be- 
ginning to happen. I think people are asking 
themselves that serious question. And I obvi- 
ously wouldn’t like to see this many people 
assembled if I said I need your support. I 
need your vote. Do it on the basis of econom- 
ics, character, trust, whatever it is, I don’t 
care. I want you to vote. 


Thank you very, very much. 


Note: The President spoke at 11:50 a.m. at 
the Ramada Heritage Center. In his remarks, 
he referred to Michigan Governor John 
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Engler; Heinz Prechter, chairman and chief 
executive officer, American Sun Corp.; and 
Omer O'Neil, president, South Wayne Coun- 
ty Chamber of Commerce. 


Remarks to the Community in 
Macomb County, Michigan 


October 29, 1992 


The President. What a great welcome. 
Thank you very much. Thank you, Governor 
Engler. You guys are fired up and that makes 
me feel like victory is ours. 

May I start by singling out my friend, 
Bruce Willis. I’m proud to have this guy at 
our side here and very grateful. And, of 
course, if you want to win a race in Michigan, 
you'd better have Governor John Engler at 
your side. And may also I salute Congress- 
man Bill Broomfield, who’s leaving the Con- 
gress, but a great Member of Congress, and 
I’m very proud of him. 

Thanks, State senator Carl—and then say 
this: Everyplace you go people yell, “Clean 
House!” Clean House. Do your part now. 
Send John Papageorge up there. Doug Carl 
and, of course, I’m grateful to Senator 
DiNello for being with us today, a man of 
conviction, that puts conviction ahead of 
party. 

Hey listen, may I thank these seven high 
school bands that are with us today, great! 


[At this point, there was a disturbance in the 
audience. } 


The President. We'll get them. You know, 
last week—I want to mention the Utah—-look 
at these characters. Kind of sad, isn’t it? A 
little pathetic. 

Audience members. Boo-o-o! 

The President. A little pathetic. They feel 
it slipping away from them. They know it’s 
moving away from them. They know we're 
going to win the election. 

I’m delighted to be here. And the decision 
that people make is going to be a tremendous 
difference, a vast difference on experience, 
a difference on philosophy, and yes, a dif- 


ference on character. Character matters. 
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You know, I hate to ruin this beautiful 
rally, but let me just tell you a little bit about 
the Arkansas record. 

Audience members. Boo-o-o! 

The President. Yes, I’m sorry. I’ve got to 
do it. Here’s the way they stand after 10 years 
of Governor Clinton. They are 50th in the 
quality of environmental concerns. They are 
50th in the percentage of adults with a col- 
lege degree. That’s it. They are 50th in per 
capita spending on criminal justice. They are 
49th in per capita spending on police protec- 
tion. 

Audience members. Boo-o-o! 

The President. They are 48th in percent- 
age of adults with a high school diploma. 

Audience members. Boo-o-o! 

The President. Forty-eighth in backing 
up their police and spending on corrections. 

Audience members. Boo-o-o! 

The President. Forty-sixth on teachers’ 
salaries; 45th in the overall well-being of chil- 
dren. And Governor Clinton says, “I want 
to do for America what I’ve done for Arkan- 
sas.” No way! 

You know, Governor Clinton said in the 
debate that they were number one in job 
growth. That’s true for one year, and during 
that year he was out of the State 85 percent 
of the time. For the other 10 years, they were 
30 percent of the national average. We can- 
not let him do that to the United States of 
America. 

Governor Clinton says he’s the candidate 
of change. He wants to sock a $150 billion 
tax increase to the working man, and we’re 
not going to let him do that. He talks about 
investing, let the Government do it. I want 
to get small business to create more jobs, not 
the Government. 

You remember what it was like before. He 
wants that trickle-down Government, and we 
want business to provide jobs in the private 
sector. 

You know, Governor Clinton and the 
Ozone Man that’s the man that wants to— 
[applause|—that’s the guy that wants to put 
a 45-mile-per-gallon gas fuel efficiency 
standard on the auto business. 

Audience members. Boo-o-o! 

The President. How would the auto work- 
ers like that one? They'd be losing jobs hand 
over fist. But the last time we tried the kind 
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of change he’s talking about, the last time 
Democrats had the White House and that 
spendthrift Congress, inflation was 15 per- 
cent and interest rates were 21 percent. We 
are not going to go back to those kind of 
standards. 

Change, Governor Clinton and Ozone, 
they just keep talking about change, change, 
change. That’s all you will have left in your 

ket if Governor Clinton becomes Presi- 
dent of the United States. That’s it. 

No, the last time we had that kind of infla- 
tion rate that Gore and Clinton would take 
us to, it was up there at there, as I said, infla- 
tion 15 percent, interest 20 percent. Now, 
how would you like that? If we’d stayed at 
their rate of inflation, milk, which costs, 
what, $2.70, would be $8.23. That’s what 
would happen. 

Audience members. Boo-o-o! 

The President. Bread, 84 cents, would be 
up about $2.50. We cannot go back to that 
Clinton-Gore inflation by raising taxes and 
raising spending. 

Now, there’s been some bad news. There’s 
been some very bad news for Clinton and 
Gore. It comes out that we are not in a deep 
recession. We grew 2.7 percent. And these 
guys are weeping tears. 

The only way they can win is to tell every- 
body everything isn’t worth a darn. They 
criticize our country and say we are less than 
Germany and slightly better than Sri Lanka. 
My dog, Millie, knows more about foreign 
affairs than these two bozos. It’s crazy. Let 
them tear down the country. Let us all build 
it up by getting this economy moving. 

No, the economy’s beginning to move, and 
we've got to be sure we keep it moving so 
every American that’s hurting has a job with 
dignity in the private sector. And my plan 
does just exactly that: control the growth of 
res se keep the lid on those taxes, relieve 
business from regulation. 

Let’s do something about these crazy law- 
suits. Governor Clinton is right in the pocket 
of the trail lawyers. We ought to put limits 
on these lawsuits. And it is my view that we 
ought to care for each other more and sue 
each other less. 

We can do it. We're going to get the 
change done, because the Democrats fouled 
up the Congress. They can’t run a two-bit 
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bank, and they can’t run a two-bit post office; 
so, so many of them are going to get kicked 
out that we can move this country ahead. 
Clean House! Clean House! Clean them out! 
Get rid of them all! Bring more guys in like 
Bill Broomfield, and get this thing moving. 

You know, it’s small business that creates 
the jobs. Two-thirds of the new jobs are small 
business. They need not more regulation. 
They need relief from regulation, relief from 
taxation, and relief from lawsuits. 

On health care, Governor Clinton wants 
a board, a Government board to set the 
prices. I want to free up the private market 
to provide insurance to the poorest of the 
poor through vouchers; the next tax bracket, 
to give them a tax break; and to let it be 
said that the Government can’t run health 
care, the private insurance can. We want to 
give everybody insurance. Give them vouch- 
ers and give them tax credits, and let’s get 
going, and let’s keep the quality of health 
care up. Don’t get the Government trying 
to set prices. 

We'll be able to get it done this time be- 
cause we're going to have at least 150 new 
Members of Congress. The gridlock will be 
gone. 

As I look around here one of the main 
things we’ve got to do it make our education 
system—we’re going to clean the House, 
you're right. And I want to bypass the NEA 
and get the teachers a chance to reform these 
schools. I want the parents to have the choice 
and the ability to make that choice, public, 
private, and religious schools. Give the par- 
ents a choice. 

Very candidly, on another subject, I’ve got 
big differences with Governor Clinton on 
crime. You know, the other day eight people 
came up to see me in the Oval Office, and 
they said, “We are for you.” They were the 
Fraternal Order of Police from Little Rock, 
Arkansas, endorsing me for President of the 
United States. 

The answer is to back our police officers. 
Get the gridlock guys in Congress to give us 
stronger anticrime legislation, and let’s have 
more sympathy for the victim of crime and 
a little less for the criminal. 

Governor Clinton has had about four eco- 
nomic plans, and he’s given up on the budget 
deficit. Let me give you three ideas. How 
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about a balanced budget amendment to the 
Constitution. How about a check-off for tax- 
payers, say 10 percent of your taxes must go 
for reducing that deficit. And how about giv- 
ing me what 43 Governors have, a line-item 
veto. They can’t do it; let the President do 
it. 

Here’s another one for you: Why not give 
the Congress back to the people. The Presi- 
dent’s terms are limited to 8 years. Let’s limit 
the Members of Congress’ terms. 

But I guess the biggest difference of all, 
the biggest difference of all relates to char- 
acter and trust. Let me just say this: You can- 
not be President if you try to be all things 
to all people. You cannot say on the one 
hand, I’m for this, but I am on the other. 
You cannot have a lot of “buts” in the Oval 
Office. You’ve got to look the American peo- 
ple in the eye and call them as you see them. 
If you make a mistake, you say so. But you 
don’t waffle. We cannot turn the White 
House into the waffle house. 

Governor Clinton is on all sides of all is- 
sues, and there is a pattern of deception. Let 
me tell you about the decision to go to war. 
It was not an easy decision. We were fought 
by a lot of the media. We were fought by 
a lot in the Congress. And here’s what Gov- 
ernor Clinton said, he said, “I agreed with 
the minority,”—that was the Democrat’s— 
“but I guess I would have voted with the 
majority.” You cannot be a Commander in 
Chief and waffle around. That is character. 
That is character. 

I heard Governor Clinton raise the char- 
acter question yesterday. Well, come on in. 
Let’s take it on on character and trust. 

I see these veterans here. I see these veter- 
ans here, and I welcome their support. Let 
me tell you one difference. I’ll be honest with 
you. I don’t think it is right when your broth- 
ers are in a prison in Hanoi or kids are being 
drafted out of the ghetto, to go over and lead, 
organize demonstrations in a foreign land 
against your country when it’s in war. That’s 
a big difference. That’s a big difference. That 
is a big, big difference. 

I don’t think you have to have served in 
the service, but I do think it helps if you 
want to be Commander in Chief, so you can 
hold your head up and look at these young 
men and women you have to send into battle. 
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No, the differences are between night and 
day. Look, if you listen to Governor Clinton 
and Ozone Man, if you listen to them—you 
know why I call him Ozone Man? This guy 
is so far off in the environmental extreme, 
we'll be up to our neck in owls and out of 
work for every American. This guy’s crazy. 
He is way out, far out. Far out, man. 

Wait till he—hey, listen, do you think he 
would save General Motors by slapping more 
regulation on them? Less regulation. Less 
taxes. Bring that back. 

But you listen, as I say, if you listen to 
Governor Clinton and Senator Gore, you’d 
think that foreign affairs don’t matter. Let 
me tell you something. I take great pride in 
the fact that the young kids go to bed at night 
without the same fear of nuclear war that 
their parents had. That is a major accom- 
plishment. 

Ancient enemies are talking peace. De- 
mocracy is on the move. Imperial com- 
munism is dead. Now what I want to do is 
take that same leadership and, with the help 
of a new Congress, lift up every family in 
America and give them a shot at the Amer- 
ican dream. 

So in the final analysis, one of the reasons 
we’re moving is because I think people are 
focusing now as they get down to the wire 
on who has the trust and the character to 
lead. Let me tell you something, let me tell 
you, Barbara Bush—and I think we've got 
a great First Lady, as a matter of fact—she 
and I have tried to uphold the trust and you 
know, we’re lucky, 12 grandchildren and 5 
kids and a good life. But let me tell you some- 
thing: I want to finish the job I have started. 
I want to help those young people here today 
to understand that the American dream is 
still alive. 

So as we drive down the wire, the train 
rolling, I look you in the eye, and I say, I 
ask for your support. And I ask for your vote, 
based on character and trust. Let’s lead the 
world to new heights of prosperity for every 
single American. Don’t let them tear it down. 

God bless America. Thank you all very 
much. Thank you. 


Note: The President spoke at 1:42 p.m. in 
the gymnasium at Macomb Community Col- 
lege. In his remarks, he referred to Michigan 
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State senators Douglas Carl and Gilbert J. 
DiNello. 


Statement on —— National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration Authorization Act of 
1992 


October 29, 1992 


Today I am signing into law H.R. 2130, 
the “National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad- 
ministration Authorization Act of 1992.” In 
signing this bill I must, however, note several 
concerns. 

First, the imposition of procedural obsta- 
cles could create delays in efforts to modern- 
ize the National Weather Service. Such 
delays would hamper our efforts to improve 
the Nation’s weather forecasting system, es- 

ecially with regard to severe storms. The 
delays could add significantly to the cost and 
quality of the modernization program. None- 
theless, the Administration will interpret the 
provisions of this Act to minimize re costs 
and delay of weather service modernization, 
and proceed expeditiously with current plans 
to provide advanced weather service tech- 
nology. 

Second, a number of provisions of the bill 
raise constitutional concerns. Accordingly, I 
sign this bill with the following understand- 
ings: 

(1) Requirements to transmit reports to 
the Congress or particular —— 
committees apply only to final rec- 
ommendations that have been reviewed 
and approved by the appropriate offi- 
cials within the executive branch. 

(2) Provisions requiring an executive agen- 
cy to consult with another executive 
agency or private group concerning ex- 
ecutive policy do not dictate the deci- 
sion-making structure or chain of com- 
mand of the executive branch delibera- 
tive process. 

(3) The members of any advisory commit- 
tee or private group who have not been 
appointed as officers of the United 
States in conformity with the Appoint- 
ments Clause of the Constitution may 
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perform only advisory or ceremonial 
functions. 

Further, I understand that the term “sig- 
nificant subsidy” for a shipyard in section 607 
applies only to those subsidies enumerated 
in section 607(b)(1-8) to the extent that they 
are significant in value. Without such an in- 
terpretation, the provision could be inconsist- 
ent with our international trade obligations 
and practices. It could also have the unin- 
tended consequence of interfering with 
NOAA’s purchase of virtually any ship. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 29, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 29. 


Statement on Signing the 
Rehabilitation Act Amendments of 
1992 


October 29, 1992 


Today I am signing into law H.R. 5482, 
the “Rehabilitation Act Amendments of 
1992.” H.R. 5482 extends and improves im- 
portant programs under the Rehabilitation 
Act of 1973, a law that directly affects the 
lives of millions of Americans with disabil- 
ities. I am particularly pleased that major 
provisions contained in the Administration’s 
proposal for reauthorization of the Act are 
included in the bill. 

The scope of the Rehabilitation Act is 
broad. It provides for partnerships among the 
Federal, State, and private sectors to help 
Americans with disabilities participate more 
fully in the economic and social life of our 
Nation. Vocational rehabilitation, client as- 
sistance, independent living services and cen- 
ters, and projects with industry are only some 
of the activities authorized under the Act. 

Increased emphasis on program results, 
provider accountability, and client choice are 
the hallmarks of H.R. 5482. The Act requires 
that performance indicators and evaluation 
standards be developed for the $1.8 billion 
Basic State Grant program. These require- 
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ments are the key to ensuring continuing im- 
provements in services provided under the 
largest program in the Act. This legislation 
will further our efforts to make consumer 
choice a tool for strengthening government 
services. Additional reforms afford clients a 
greater voice in their rehabilitation plans and 
authorize the Secretary of Education to dem- 
onstrate other ways in which client choice 
of services and providers can be increased 
in vocational rehabilitation. Finally, the Act 
authorizes model projects that give under- 
employed workers with disabilities the op- 
portunity to acquire the knowledge and skills 
they need to advance. 

Just over 2 years ago, I signed into law 
the landmark Americans with Disabilities Act 
of 1990, which marked the end of the wrong- 
ful segregation and exclusion of individuals 
with disabilities from the mainstream of 
American life. In signing H.R. 5482, I am 
pleased once again to emphasize my commit- . 
ment to ending discrimination against Ameri- 
cans with disabilities and ensuring their full 
integration into our Nation’s workplaces and 
communities. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 29, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 29. 


Statement on Signing the Indian 
Health Amendments of 1992 


October 29, 1992 


Today I am signing into law S. 2481, the 
“Indian Health Amendments of 1992.” S. 
2481 reauthorizes appropriations for health 
services for American Indians and Alaska Na- 
tives. 

S. 2481 continues Indian scholarship and 
training programs, thereby assuring an avail- 
able source of health care professionals to 
serve American Indian and Alaska Native 
communities. In addition, the bill expands 
primary and preventive health programs, em- 
phasizing mental as well as physical health. 
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The bill’s other significant new or expanded 
activities include the encouragement of Na- 
tive Americans to enroll in Medicare and 
Medicaid, continued services to urban Native 
Americans, and expansion of substance abuse 
programs. 


S. 2481 also contains specific health care 
objectives drawn from the U.S. Public Health 
Service’s “Healthy People 2000” report and 
ties the allocation of resources to these objec- 
tives. This new approach will prove useful 
in measuring progress toward the goal of rais- 
ing the health status of American Indians and 
Alaska Natives to the highest possible level. 


Although S. 2481 clearly contains a num- 
ber of provisions to improve the health of 
Native Americans and Alaska Natives, it also 
includes provisions that are problematic. For 
example, the bill prohibits third-party collec- 
tions from self-insured health plans for serv- 
ices provided by the Indian Health Service 
(IHS). This prohibition actually reduces the 
number of Native Americans and Alaska Na- 
tives who can be served and sets an undesir- 
able precedent. In addition, the establish- 
ment of yet more categorical authorities in 
S. 2481, especially grants for specified tribes 
or tribal organizations, is counterproductive 
to a rational allocation of limited resources. 


Finally, S. 2481 also includes a “Buy 
American” provision that directs the IHS to 
comply with the requirements of the Buy 
American Act with respect to its construction 
procurements. This provision will not apply 
to the extent that I determine it would violate 
the Nation’s international obligations under 
the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 
or any other international agreement to 
which this country is a party. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 29, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 29. 
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Statement on Signing the Hawaii 
Tropical Forest Recovery Act 


October 29, 1992 


Today I have signed into law S. 2679, the 
“Hawaii Tropical Forest Recovery Act.” This 
Act demonstrates our intent as a Nation to 
conserve and protect irreplaceable tropical 
forests and to provide world leadership in 
stemming the far of these forests. It al- 
lows us to meet our obligations to the prin- 
ciples of forest management, conservation, 
and sustainable development that were es- 
tablished at the recent United Nations Con- 
ference on Environment and Development 
(UNCED). 


My Administration’s “Forests for the Fu- 
ture” initiative, which I announced on June 
1, 1992, has provided the policy framework 
for the enactment of this legislation. This ini- 
tiative places conservation of the Earth’s for- 
ests as a top priority for our country. For 
this purpose the United States is committed 
to new funding, partnerships with other gov- 
ernments and interested organizations, and 
actions to address the needs of our domestic 
forests. 


Expansion of the Institute of Pacific Is- 
lands Forestry in Hawaii is a concrete step 
in meeting the challenge of fulfilling the do- 
mestic and international goals of Forests for 
the Future and tropical forest conservation 
generally. This Act will permit the Institute 
to serve as a center for transferring scientific, 
technical, managerial, and administrative as- 
sistance to organizations at home and abroad 
that seek to improve the management of 
tropical forests. 


Almost two-thirds of Hawaii’s original for- 
est cover has been lost over the last three 
centuries. This loss has severely affected the 
State’s diverse ecosystems, which are ~— 
the most fragile and complex in the worl 
To better understand these changes and to 
develop means to conserve these forests for 
human and ecological needs, this Act author- 
izes the establishment of the Hawaii Experi- 
mental Tropical Forest. This experimental 
forest will serve as a center for long-term re- 
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search and a focal point for developing and 
transferring knowledge and expertise for the 
management of tropical forests. 

This Administration has sponsored many 
initiatives, such as the “America the Beau- 
tiful” and the “Urban and Community For- 
estry” programs that have resulted in millions 
of new trees being planted in our country. 
With our Forests for the Future initiative as 
a foundation, the Hawaii Tropical Forest Re- 
covery Act is another important aspect of our 
overall commitment to understanding and 
wisely using the resources of the world’s for- 
ests. 


George Bush 
The White House, 
October 29, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 29. 


Proclamation 6499—Refugee Day, 
1992 


October 29, 1992 


By the President of the United States 
of America 


A Proclamation 


The United States has long welcomed to 
its shores refugees from oppression and per- 
secution—generations of whom have built 
new lives for themselves in this country and, 
in so doing, contributed to its cultural and 
economic - Serato Early immigrants to 
America sought sanctuary from tyranny and 
persecution, and our first President, George 
Washington, exhorted that the United States 
should ever be “an asylum to the oppressed 
and needy of the earth.” The origins of this 
great land as a place of refuge and our rich 
heritage as a nation of immigrants give Amer- 
icans a special understanding of, and sym- 
pathy for, the plight of some 17 million refu- 
gees worldwide today. 

In addition to opening its doors to tens 
of thousands of refugees each year, the Unit- 
ed States is working to overcome the condi- 
tions that force large numbers of people to 
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flee their homelands. Through a wide range 
of public and private organizations, we have 
been promoting education, disease preven- 
tion, and sustainable economic development 
in countries beset by illiteracy and poverty. 
Because millions of refugees have been driv- 
en from their homes by the scourge of politi- 
cal repression and war, we have placed a high 
priority on working to promote freedom and 
democracy, which are the only sure founda- 
tion for lasting peace and progress. 

With the collapse of imperial communism 
and with the emergence of democratic na- 
tions around the globe, more of our fellow 
human beings are living in freedom than at 
any other time in history. This trend has had 
a positive impact on a number of serious, 
long-standing refugee situations throughout 
the world, such as those in Central America, 
Cambodia, and Afghanistan. 

However, while these developments are 
encouraging, we know that in some regions 
of the world, the plight of refugees continues 
to demand our urgent attention. Nowhere 
are conditions more deplorable today than 
in the Horn of Africa and the former Yugo- 
slavia. 

The United States serves as an inter- 
national leader in efforts to meet the chal- 
lenges of current refugee crises. We will con- 
tinue to fulfill our fundamental responsibil- 
ities to help refugees, and we will continue 
to urge our allies and all governments to re- 
main firmly committed to protecting refu- 
gees and to contributing toward international 
relief efforts. The United States remains 
steadfast in its support of the efforts of the 
United Nations to develop effective world- 
wide programs to alleviate human suffering. 
Because the suffering of refugees is most 
often the result of systematic government re- 
pression and violent unrest in some regions 
of the world, we will also continue to cham- 
pion respect for human rights, the peaceful 
resolution of conflicts, and the principles of 
national sovereignty and liberty under law. 

Now, Therefore, I, George Bush, Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, by vir- 
tue of the authority vested in me by the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States, do 
hereby proclaim October 30, 1992, as Refu- 
gee Day. I urge all Americans to observe this 
day with appropriate programs and activities, 
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including efforts to provide humanitarian as- 
sistance to refugees and to promote freedom 
and peace among all peoples. 

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set 
my hand this twenty-ninth day of October, 
in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred 
and ninety-two, and of the Independence of 
the United States of America the two hun- 
dred and seventeenth. 


George Bush 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 
11:03 a.m., October 29, 1992) 


Note: This proclamation was published in 
the Federal Register on October 30. 


Question-and-Answer Session in 
Grand Rapids, Michigan 
October 29, 1992 


Moderator. Something about the ques- 
tions that you’re going to hear tonight. Con- 
trary to some of the reports that some of you 
may have heard, TV 13 and Channel 4 in 
Detroit have selected the questions and se- 
lected the audience participants. There was 
no outside interference or approval from the 
Bush-Quayle — or the White House. 

There are a lot of questions, so without 
further ado, let’s get to them. Ladies and 
gentlemen, I'd like to introduce you to the 
President of the United States George Bush. 

Thank you, Mr. President. Thank you for 
being with us tonight. 

The President. Delighted to be here, 
Mort. 

Moderator. We have gotten a lot of ques- 
tions from people all over this State, and 
needless to say, a majority of them have con- 
cerned themselves with the economy, jobs, 
the business climate, taxes, things that go di- 
rectly to the wallet. 


Job Retraining 


Q. I have a question related to jobs. De- 
spite the recent, very minimal increases in 
growth, our economic crisis has resulted in 
a recent General Motors loss of more than 
$750 million. We are told that as many as 
40,000 auto workers will soon be out of work 
as a result. Aside from your position on modi- 
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fication of CAFE standards. I'd like to know 
specifically what you plan to do that will assist 
the working men and women of our great 
State of Michigan. 

The President. In the first place, I’m not 
sure I agree with your premise on the mini- 
mal growth, 2.7 is a fairly good growth. We 
have grown for six straight quarters. And yet 
the opposition keeps saying we're in a deep 
recession. If hares. out of work, I’m 
sure he feels we're in a recession or a depres- 
sion. So what we've got to do is get them 
back to work. 

I favor increasing our exports. Exports are 
going to lead us out of this global slowdown. 
I figure job retraining. You asked about peo- 
ple that might be out of a job. We have a 
vigorous $10 billion job retaining program. 
I think that’s essential. But the main thing 
is to stimulate the economy, particularly the 
small business sector, through investment tax 
allowances, through capital gains reduction. 

Democrats all say that’s a big break for 
the rich. It isn’t. It will help people start busi- 
nesses. Then, of course, I think that the first- 
time homebuyers credit—take a family that 
wants to buy a home for the first time, 1 
them a $5,000 credit and that will stimulate 
not only—they’ll get part of the American 
dream, but it will stimulate the entire hous- 
ing industry. 

I think those three specifics are good. But 
the big difference I have with Governor Clin- 
ton on this is they want to come in and “in- 
vest,” have Government “invest.” Govern- 
ment never produced a constructive job in 
its life. It has to be the private sector. So 
the big difference I have is when they say 
they want to raise $220 billion in more 
spending and raise taxes. I think that would 
be the most counterproductive thing for an 
economy that is growing, albeit too slowly. 
Education, job retraining for the individuals 
you asked about. 

Q. Among minorities, unemployment is a 
major concern. I’d like to know what you 
would do to improve the educational and job 
training opportunities for minority people. 

The President. Bernard, good question. 
We have a program called Job Training 2000. 
And it’s a good one, and as I say, it takes 
people that are working and gives them a 
chance to get job training while they're work- 
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ing. That’s a new approach, apprenticeship 
approach. 

The best answer has got to be—you asked 
about education. I can’t see where he is— 
I guess out there—education. We have a 
bold, new program called America 2000; 
1,700 communities are already participating 
in it. You know, school choice—parents 
should be able to choose the school of their 
choice, whether they’re religious, public, or 
private. And say, oh, that will diminish the 
public schools. No, it won’t. It didn’t do it 
when you had the GI bill. It will be a good 
thing, and it’s working in Milwaukee in areas 
very much like downtown Detroit. 

So education is a little longer run; job 
training is the shorter run, job retraining. 


Government Gridlock 


_ Q. Mr. President, if you’re reelected, how 
do you specifically propose to enact your 

post-cold-war economic agenda through a 

Democratically controlled Congress? 

The President. Oh, that’s going to be 
much better. First place, the time you get 
something done is the first part of your sec- 
ond term, no politics on the horizon, no more 
rallies, no more debates, maybe more of 
these kinds of things, but no more of the 
politics. 

Secondly, because Congress, who has been 
controlled by one party for 38 years, has been 
in such disarray, they've disgraced them- 
selves so much by fouling up a little tiny bank 
and a little tiny post office, you’re going to 
have at least 100 new Members. Might have 
more than that. So what I'll do is sit down 
with these new Members, and they'll be lis- 
tening to the same voters I am, and say, now 
let’s get the people’s business done. It’s going 
to be done. I’m getting more confident. 
When I'm reelected, it’s going to be done 
on the plan that I’ve been talking about, not 
the invest and grow Government plan. 

He calls our plans for the economy trickle- 
down. It’s trickle-down Government to go 
back to what Governor Clinton’s talking 
about. We're not going to do that. But the 
way of getting it through the Congress is to 
start right in, sit down with them before they 
even take their seats, and say, look, you’re 
all brandnew around here; you don’t have to 
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do it the way it was—always been done by 
your leaders. 

Let me give you one example. I favor a 
balanced budget amendment. That’s not 
going to cure re but many States op- 
erated under it, including Arkansas. I want 
that for the Nation. We had it down—it 
passed the Senate. We had it down so it’s 
almost passing the House. We needed eight 
votes. The Speaker and Mr. Gephardt twist- 
ed the arms of cosponsors, people that had 
actually co-sponsored the legislation, and we 
lost it by I think it was four votes, three or 
four votes. That won’t happen in a new Con- 
gress. 

You know, I want the line-item veto. I 
want the balanced budget amendment. I 
want a check-off so taxpayers can say, hey, 
we're worried about the deficit; make the 
Congress put this much money into deficit 
reduction. But the fundamental political 
science answer is new people get new things 
done. 


The Economy 


Q. Mr. President, last evening the ABC 
News went back to New Hampshire and 
talked with a lady about, well, about how well 
she had done over the past 4 years. During 
that time her employer had had layoffs but 
has recently hired back I believe 17. She has 
received this year an increase of 4 percent 
in her wages. She stated that she now has 
approximately $4 per month deducted from 
her pay for health insurance, et cetera, that 
she didn’t have 4 years ago. How do you an- 
swer people who appear to be living at about 
the same level as 4 years ago, and what do 
you feel that you can do for them for the 
next 4 years? 

The President. Well, I'm delighted that 
somebody found somebody in New Hamp- 
shire that had some good news, because 
every time I see one of he network programs 
you find somebody that has bad news. The 
unemployment’s gone down for 3 straight 
months. And yet the minute they say well, 
unemployment is down, bad news for Presi- 
dent Bush, job market shrinks. Here’s Joe 
Schmaltz over here from New Hampshire, 
and he’s having a tough time of it. So first, 
I’m delighted that somebody is doing a little 
bit better. 
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I think the answer—first place, our pro- 
ductivity is way up in this country. We are 
more productive than any other nation. We 
are not a nation in decline. 

Secondly, we've got interest rates down 
and inflation down, which poises this country 
for a real strong growth. 

Thirdly, the biggest growth for jobs that 
will pay better for this woman will be in ex- 
ports, increasing our sales abroad, creating 
jobs in America. We've got the best product, 
the best workers. And you do that through 
continuing on my approach for a fair trade 
agreement, free trade agreement with Mex- 
ico. I want to do the same thing with Chile. 
I want to do the same thing in Eastern Eu- 
rope. And I know some of the labor union 
leaders don’t like that. They try to tell the 
workers, rank and file, that’s going to mean 
shipping jobs abroad. It is not. And it’s ex- 
ports that’s going to lead this world out of 
this slowdown. 

By the way, we are doing better than Japan 
and Germany and France and Canada. And 
I think I'd like to get that in perspective to- 
night because everybody listens to—those 
who listen to the other side think that the 
whole thing is in decline, and it’s not. 

That’s what I'd say to her. And more pro- 
ductivity. If you want to challenge up into 
a higher level kind of job, look at our six na- 
tional education goals. The first President to 
ever have the goals adopted for this country. 
All 50 Governors—and I give Governor Clin- 
ton credit for this; he was activist in this. He 
helped the President, me, get these six edu- 
cation goals set. One of them is, you’re never 
too old to learn, which means more job re- 
training. And the other one, the second one 
is, more math and science. 

It’s very difficult for a woman who already 
has a job, but for the future, to get the levels 
of pay up, we've got to do a better job on 
education. So it’s a combination of these 
things, in my view, that will make her life 
better. But do not believe the American 
dream is dead. We’re going to grow more. 
We've been told for months we’re in a reces- 
sion, and we're not. We've got growth out 
there. If we listen, have sound policies, and 
don’t go back to the failed “misery index” 
days of Jimmy Carter with interest rates at 
21 percent or 19 percent, between 19 and 
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21 mye and inflation at 15 percent. Spend 

tax, spend and tax got us there. If we 
don’t do that, I think that this woman has 
an enormously challenging and bright future. 


Capital Gains Tax 


Q. Mr. President, you propose a capital 
gains cut to stimulate the economy. Isn't it 
likely that this will only increase the 
bipolarization in the classes, since it tradi- 
tionally favors the rich? 

The President. I don’t think so at all. 
There was a thing called the Steiger Amend- 
ment in 1978, where capital gains rates were 
reduced. And it aul in a splurge of new 
businesses being started. I realize that if you 
are just trying to get some facts out there, 
all you hear from the Democrats is that that 
helps the rich. It is small business that bene- 
fits from that. It is small businesses that get 
started from a capital gains reduction, par- 
ticularly in the science and electronic field. 

So I would say it isn’t just rich people that 
benefit at all. And it’s going to stimulate the 
economy. So for those who think it’s a break 
for the rich, I just disagree with them. And 
I’ve got evidence on my side through when 
Bill Steiger of Wisconsin got is passed in "78, 
it gave a real surge to the economy. 

Moderator. President Bush, we thank 
you. And in a moment we’re going to be back 
to talk about other issues that are obviously 
of great concern to people around the State 
of Michigan. One of those, perhaps ranking 
right up there with the jobs situation, at least 
for people in the city of Detroit, is the issue 
of crime. And we'll have a question on that 
subject when we return. 


[At this point, the television station took a 
commercial break. | 


Urban Problems 


Q. Mr. President, I see my neighbors 
locked behind their doors with bars on their 
windows. I’ve had two cars stolen. I see 
crackheads on the street. And I want to know 
what’s your plan to combat the urban crime, 
the urban problem of crimes, drugs, and 
guns. 

The President. You know, that’s a very 
good question. And some of the areas that 
are impacted like his—really there’s a sense 
of hopelessness. Mothers don’t dare go down 





to the corner store at night. I'll tell you what 
I think we need to do. I think we need to 
get some stronger anticrime legislation. Then 
I'll tell you what else I think we need to do. 
By stronger anticrime legislation, I think we 
need to back our police officers more, people 
that are risking their lives for his neighbors 
and anybody’s neighbors. By that I mean 
we've go to pass changes to the exclusionary 
rule, a little technical, but it says if a police 
officer arrests a guy and then he has a slight 
technicality, not malicious, not willful, that 
that case is not going to be thrown out of 
court. 

I want to see habeas corpus reform. I am 
not a lawyer. I wear that badge proudly. But 
I do think that these endless appeals make 
swift and sure and fair sentencing much less 
likely. And so we need to change the habeas 
corpus reform, reform habeas corpus. I hap- 
pen to believe we need a stricter Federal 
death penalty for those who kill law enforce- 
ment officers. 

So I am for much stronger legislation. 
Again, I’ve battled with the gridlock guys for 
a long time on that. But the new Members 
coming, I think we can get that done. 

Now on the hope side. We have a program 
called “Weed and Seed.” And it is an out- 
standing program. It’s already working in De- 
troit under a program called Reach where 
a private guy, a minister, I believe it is, works 
with some Federal money to make it work. 
“Weed and Seed:” weed out the criminal ele- 
ments through tough law enforcement and 
then seed the neighborhood with hope. That 
means enterprise zones which we have been 
battling to get through in the Congress; more 
homeownership; tenant management where 
the tenants manage the property to bring 
back pride. 

But on his point, we must go with tougher 
law and Federal law enforcement. I’m not 
sure I—you know, I can’t speak for the locals, 
but I back the police, and I was very pleased 
when eight guys from Little Rock, Arkansas, 
the Federal, the FOP, the Order of Police- 
men, came up and endorse me for President, 
because I think they know I back them with 
strong legislation. But I don’t think there’s 
any other answer to it. 

One other thing. We've got to win the bat- 
tle on our antidrug fight. We’re doing better 


Oct. 29 / Administration of George Bush, 1992 


on interdiction. Sixty percent lower use of 
cocaine by teenagers. That’s good. But where 
we're not making progress is with these ad- 
dicts, the additive age. Crack cocaine is just 
brutal for them. So we've got to do better 
in terms of interdiction, and we've got to do 
better in terms of rehabilitation and treat- 
ment. And drug spending, antidrug spending 
from us is way, way up. 


School Choice 


Q. President Bush, this question goes back 
to the issue of education in our society. You 
have proposed allowing students to attend 
the schools of their choice, and this would 
mean that students who have more resources 
would be able to attend the more affluent 
schools, leaving those who are socio-eco- 
nomically disadvantaged in the poorer quality 
schools. How would you propose to help 
those who are socio-economically disadvan- 
taged, and what do you propose for improv- 
ing the quality of disadvantaged schools? 

The President. The first place, my pro- 
gram for school choice was tried first in Mil- 
waukee, Wisconsin. A Democratic Mayor 
and a Democratic legislator, a woman named 
Polly Williams, decided something different 
had to happen there. Polly was told that her 
kid was dysfunctional, going to a lousy school. 
They worked out a pie program at the 
Milwaukee level. And her kid is now per- 
forming well. And the school that wasn’t cho- 
sen is making itself better. 

The GI bill after World War II went to 
an individual soldier getting out of the armed 
service. He could choose public, private, or 
religious. That did not hurt the State univer- 
sities. The same thing would be true with 
this plan. The answer to the socio-disadvan- 
taged is to do what my program calls for: 
give them a stipend to choose whether they 
want a public school, fine; private school, 
fine; or religious school, fine. As you do that, 
you re going to find that the schools not cho- 
sen are going to better themselves. 

There’s plenty of examples. Rochester, 
New York, has some of that. Milwaukee, I’ve 
already mentioned. So we ought to try it. And 
my program’s called the “GI bill” for kids. 
It helps the kind of person that she properly 
was identifying with and talking about. I 
think we ought to try something new. Edu- 
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cation and the control of the Congress are 
two things that haven’t changed in years, and 
we ought to change both. 

Q. President Bush, as a followup to that, 
there are those, and you’re well aware of it, 
who claim that this program of yours is flirt- 
ing dangerously with the separation of 
church and state. 

The President. Uh-uh. No, because it 
doesn’t go to the schools, it goes to the par- 
ents. Did anyone make that claim, Mort, 
after the GI bill? Is anyone saying that vio- 
lates separation of church and state? It 
doesn’t. It goes to the family. And the fami- 
lies can choose what they want. Does a Pell 
grant blur the lines between separation of 
church and state? I don’t think so. So I would 
argue that since it goes to the people, goes 
to the family, it is not a separation of church 
and state problem. 

Q. Mr. President, I represent many par- 
ents in this community that sacrifice greatly 
to send our children to the Christian schools 
so they can enjoy the religious freedom that 
this great country was built on. We also pay 
property taxes, which go to support the pub- 
lic schools. My question for you is, will your 

“GI bill” for children go far enough to give 
us relief from this double payment? And al- 
ternatively, what are your views on tax deduc- 
tions of tax credits of this? 

The President. Well, tax credits is a good 
idea, but I don’t want—level with you, there 
isn’t enough money around when we're oper- 
ating at these enormous deficits to do that. 
But the school choice will supplement your 
family income to permit them to go to this 
school that you’ve already chosen. But I don’t 
want to mislead you. I don’t believe that you 
can, even though there’s—you’re choosing, 
you're choosing the school. I don’t think I 
can offer more than this “GI bill” for people 
that choose. 

I like the concept of tax credits. But I just 
don’t want to mislead you. I don’t think that 
that’s going to be enacted in the next few 
years because of the deficit we’re operating 
at and because of the need to try to live with- 
in our means a little more at the Federal 
level, thus stimulating more jobs in the pri- 
vate sector. 
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Bosnia 


Q. Mr. President, what in your opinion is 
the main obstacle that hinders the United 
States from intervening in the killing of inno- 
cent people in Croatia and Bosnia? 

The President. The main obstacle is that 
as long as I’m President, I’m not going to 
put American forces into a troubled situation 
unless I can see what the mission is, I can 
see how that mission is going to be achieved, 
and then I can see how those troops come 
out. I’m old enough to have learned some- 
thing from my own experience in uniform. 
One of it was World War II. We fought and 
won. Everybody had everything they needed 
to get the job done. Vietnam we didn’t. And 
the horrible problems that your loved ones 
face cannot be solved by putting the 82d Air- 
borne division into Bosnia. It simply can’t be 
done. 

He’s torn because there’s these tremen- 
dous historic ethnic rivalries that are now 
coming to the surface because of the collapse 
of Soviet communism and thus the iron hand 
that they once had over all these different, 
now independent countries. We are helping. 
The United States is helping with relief. We 
always do. We always should, as we are here, 
as we are in Somalia and elsewhere. But I 
don’t want to act like we’re going to solve 
this problem militarily. 

We took the lead at the United Nations 
in passing a no-fly zone, so those Serbian air- 
craft would not bomb hapless citizens. And 
it is working. The question is what do we 
do in terms of enforcement if it doesn’t work, 
and that’s a question that any President will 
have to face at the appropriate time. But it 
does not lend itself—I say this to him with 
great angst—to put American kids on the 
ground, in these mountains, down into an 
area that looks like Dien Bien Phu. And I 
simply won't do that as President, unless my 
respected military leaders, Colin Powell and 
Dick Cheney, come and say, “Now, look, 
here’s the way you get them in. Here’s their 
mission. And here’s when you get them out.” 
We did it in Desert Storm. We'll do it—-but 
I don’t believe that’s going to happen. 


Somalia 


Q. Mr. President, a followup to that. There 
are those who, having seen the pictures of 
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the enormous tragedy in Somalia, the starv- 
ing children, the death, the devastation there, 
feel that the United States with all of its 
wealth and traditional compassion has re- 
acted too little and too late to assist the peo- 
ple of Somalia. Your response to that? 

The President. My response is they're 
wrong. They're right in the angst and the 
agony one feels in one’s heart when you see 
those ghastly pictures of those starving kids. 
But it is the United States that has taken the 
lead in relief. 

And you've got a problem, Mort. Again, 
you've got almost anarchy over there. You 
have warlords controlling the ports. They're 
armed. They go—and they're shooting up the 
United Nations forces. We were very active 
in the United Nations to get U.N. forces on 
the ground. But they're having difficulty sep- 
arating these warlords one from the other. 
We're sending our supplies in there. We are 
helping. 

I had quite a positive report the other day, 
because some den kids—the pictures, my 
gosh, they just kill you, the little skinny arms. 
And it just wrenches the heart of any Amer- 
ican. But the good news is a lot of those kids 
getting any nourishment are coming back. 
And I think we can take pride that once again 
we have stepped up to the lick-log and done 
our share. 

So I would argue with those who say that 
we're not doing our part. We are. And maybe 
you can say, well you never do enough. But 
then you've got to look at the situation on 
the ground. There’s anarchy there. It’s a ter- 
rible thing. Once the Siad government went 
out, you've got all these factions shooting, 
fighting, killing. Seventeen-year-olds with 
AK—weapons from the former Soviet em- 
pire just shooting it up on the port, stealing 
the relief supplies, and taking them for their 
families and leaving these kids starving. It is 


tough. 
Middle East Peace Talks 


Q. How do you plan, Mr. Bush, to keep 
the Middle East peace talks going in a fair 
and representative manner? What do you 
hope that each side will ultimately aspire to, 
and how will it affect the global community? 

The President. Dana, I never thought 
anybody would ask such an intelligent ques- 
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tion, because I’ve been running this cam- 
paign. You might think foreign affairs don’t 
matter. Look—and this gives me a chance 
to hit it partially out of the park. Because 
of what we did in Desert Storm, we were 
able—with the able leadership of a great 
team, Jim Baker, who’s with me here tonight, 
and Brent Scowcroft in the White House and 
Larry Eagleburger and many others—to get 
these parties, historic enemies, talking to 
each other in the Middle East. 

If you’d have said when I became Presi- 
dent that Arabs would be talking to Israel, 
nobody would have believed it, and we did 
it. We did it by defending our own foreign 
policy interests. We did it by helping kill ag- 
gression. So the talks are going on, and in 
my view they will continue to go on. There 
were some cross-border problems in Leb- 
anon and Israel the other day, but I think 
the talks are going to go on, because I think 
all sides want it. You're seeing progress. 
You're seeing Syrian Jews permitted to leave, 
and you’re seeing much more in the way of 
talking. 

You asked what do I aspire for to do: Sim- 
ply to have peace in the Middle East. It’s 
got to be based on the U.N. Security Resolu- 
tions 242, 338, which talks about getting the 
borders adjusted, safe and secure borders for 
Israel. And you're going to—have to be com- 
promise. But they’re talking. And it is a dra- 
matic accomplishment. 

There’s so many factions there, the Syrians 
and the Palestinians and the Lebanese, that 
I can’t give you a formula in 10 seconds about 
it. But I am convinced that the talks will con- 
tinue. They want peace. And all the Arab 
countries are pitching in. We are the first 
administration to ever bring about that kind 
of widespread negotiation. 

Q. Do you think if you were reelected, 
in the next 4 years that it is possible to get 
some kind of a settlement once and for all? 

The President. I would think it’s possible. 
I wouldn’t want to hold out a false goal. But 
I think it’s possible, yes. That’s a good word 
for it, possible. But it’s very important that 
it do happen. We have a special relationship 
with Israel because of the way we've con- 
ducted our foreign policy. Again back to the 
Gulf, we have very strong relations with 
Saudi Arabia. 
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I took a little flack for talking to Assad of 
Syria in some quarters. But it was the right 
thing to do, and now Syria is having some 
discussion at these peace talks with Israel. 
Who would have thought that possible? 

So I think it is possible. I certainly hope 
it’s possible. 

[At this point, the television station took a 
commercial break. | 


Polls 


Moderator. And we are back in Grand 
Rapids for the live statewide town hall meet- 
ing with the President of the United States. 
We're going to talk politics just a minute, oh 
my goodness. We're going to talk about the 
polls that have been out in the last couple 
of days. They’ve shown a narrowing, no mat- 
ter how you read them. How do you re- 
spond? W ‘hat do you think is happening? 

The President. Well, you're talking to a 
guy that berated the pollsters when they were 
looking horrible—[laughter|—about a week 
ago or 2 weeks ago. You're talking to a guy 
that was written off by the talking heads in 
the national media. So I think it might be 
inappropriate to try to analyze the polls when 
they're looking very, very encouraging. But 
then the talking heads will come on and say 
on Sunday morning with the Republicans, 
Democrats, all of whom have written me off, 
“Hey, here he is. Said he doesn’t count on 
polls, and he’s talking about how great the 
polls are.” 

Leave the poll aside; something’s happen- 
ing in the country. There’s some change. 
There’s something that’s beginning. I'll tell 
you what I think it is. I think people get seri- 
ous at the end. And I think they are really 
saying, who do you trust with your family, 
in a crisis, to be in that Oval Office? Who 
has the character? Who do you trust? I hon- 
estly believe that’s what’s beginning to hap- 
pen out there. 

So I'd rather not comment on the polls 
because I'll get hit in the face with them if 
they goose up about three points tomorrow, 
you know. [Laughter] 

Moderator. You don’t still consider them 
all nutty pollsters, though, now. 

The President. Well, I’m less inclined to 
say that, but—[laughter|—but to be very 
candid with you, but, look, how do they jump 
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around? How does one poll have 10 points 
and the very same day the other one have 
2 or 20 points and 3? Something’s strange. 
And I don’t know what it is. It’s the weirdest 
political year I’ve ever seen in my life. And 
the pollsters can fit right into * Goce Now 
they do seem to be coming together in a— 
you know, but we'll see. I just don’t know. 


Ross Perot 


Moderator. As a good reporter, I have to 
tell you what I observed. And during our 
break a while ago, President Bush got a big 
laugh from this audience when he picked u 
a magazine and flipped through it and sai 

“I want to be like Ross Perot and have my 
flip charts.” 

Well, we do have a question about Ross 
Perot. 

Q. Good evening, Mr. President. My ques- 
tion is rather brief If you are reelected, do 
you have any intentions of putting Ross Perot 
on any economic committees? 

The President. Well, not the one in 
charge of gas taxes—[laughter]—-because he 
wants to raise gasoline taxes 50 cents a gallon 
over 5 years. I don’t want to do that. I think 
all people that have to drive to work, particu- 
larly with long distances, it’s a bad thing to 
do. I don’t think we need to raise the taxes. 
I’ve got a difference with him on Social Secu- 
rity, where he thinks all mandatory programs 
must be cut to some degree, and he included 
at one juncture Social Security. I don’t be- 
lieve we should touch Social Security. It’s a 
sacrosanct trust, and I don’t think we ought 
to do it. 

I’ve already consulted Ross Perot when I 
was Vice President on the POW thing. I give 
him credit for having a dedication in that 
area. But I don’t really know on the overall 
economic—anybody that makes himself $3 
billion has got to be pretty bright on some 
of the economic matters. So I would reach 
out to a wide array of people. But I’ve got 
to be a little vague because we do have some 
fundamental differences as what we need to 
do to get the economy going. 


AIDS 


Q. The 1991 report of the National Com- 
mission on AIDS states that the people of 
the United States must either engage seri- 
ously the issues and needs posed by this 
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deadly disease or face relentless, expanding 
tragedy in the decades ahead. Mr. President, 
you've been accused of failing to respond to 
the recommendations of your committee. 
How do you respond? 

The President. One, it’s not my commit- 
tee. And two, I respond by saying we’ve in- 
creased AIDS spending dramatically. I re- 
quested in the last year $4.9 billion. That is 
10 times as much per AIDS victim as is spent 
on cancer. We’ve got a strong program. The 
NIH _ researchers, National Institute of 
Health researchers, are the best in the world. 

We get plenty of criticism, but here’s my 
view on it. We must continue with AIDS re- 
search at substantial levels. We have sped up 
the coming to market of AIDS-related drugs, 
having to stimulate, get that FDA to move 
those drugs to market. And then I’ve got to 
do a better job on education, because AIDS 
is a disease where behavior matters. 

I said that one time, and a bunch of these 
crazy ACT-UP, the extreme group that hurt 
their cause, came up to a little town where 
Barbara and I were, and started saying Bush 
ought to change his behavior. When you're 
doing something that is known to cause the 
disease you ought to stop doing it, whether 
it’s a dirty needle or some kind of a sexual 
behavior that is known to cause the disease. 
In addition to being compassionate, in addi- 
tion to spending money for research, we 
ought to be sure that everybody knows what 
causes the disease. People that do things that 
cause it ought to stop doing them, whether 
it’s dirty needles or what I’ve just referred 
to. 

I feel uncomfortable talking about it. But 
the people at NIH asked me to make clear 
to the American people that AIDS is a dis- 
ease where some of it is behavioral. So we 
ought to change behavior if it’s going to cause 
more of the disease. 

Moderator. Mr. President, speaking of 
your Commission on AIDS, in a much-pub- 
licized move, Magic Johnson, of course, re- 
signed. Why do you think he did that? 

The President. I'll be darned if I know. 
I had a good meeting with him in the White 
House, and said, “If you’ve got any specific 
suggestions, let me know.” I never heard 
from him after that. 
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I do have some differences with the com- 
mission. The reason I answered her tersely 
is that it is not a Presidential commission. 
It might be Presidential level, but some of 
the people on there are not appointed by me; 
some are. And I have respect for them. But 
they are far out. They want more, more, 
more. And I have to sort out priorities for 
all diseases that the Federal Government can 
help spend money on. 

How about cancer? How about heart? 
How about all of these diseases? We’re deal- 
ing with somewhat limited resources. In spite 
of that, AIDS—I want to say doubled since 
I’ve been President, but it’s a major increase. 
But I have some differences with the Com- 
mission. I’ve met with the Commission. I’ve 
gone to NIH and held a seminar with AIDS 
victims, young kids whose lives were going 
away, teenagers and young men, and held 
AIDS babies in my arms. But somehow the 
extreme elements in that community refused 
to say that we care about it. 

A guy asked me why—you know, they had 
this big quilt ceremony out on the lawn, 
south of the White House there. It was a 
very moving thing, because I saw a lot of 
pictures of it. And one of the AIDS activists 
said, “Well, why didn’t you go?” And I said, 
“] didn’t want to go to take something solemn 
and sensitive and be a lightning rod for the 
extremes.” That’s why I didn’t go, and that’s 
why Barbara didn’t go. She’s a very caring 
person. 


Abortion 


Q. Many college students support the free- 
dom of reproductive choice. If you would 
support your granddaughter’s choice to have 
an abortion, then why would you not want 
us to have that same choice? 

The President. | don’t support her choice 
of having abortion. The question was, if she 
had an abortion, what would I do? I’d love 
her. I'd hold her in my arms and comfort 
her. If she came to me for advice, I'd say, 
“Hey, listen, I come down on the side of 
life.” I’m appalled that there’s 28 million 
abortions. So it’s a very tough issue. It divides 
everybody. People get mad at each other. 
People get hurt on the issue. I happen to 
opt for life because I—and we have two 
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adopted grandchildren. Thank God they 
weren't aborted. So I feel that way. 

But I'll tell you where I think choice— 
let me ask you something. I can’t— through 
this television set here. But let me ask you: 
a 13-year-old can’t get her ears pierced or 
take medicine without getting the parent’s 
choice—the parent’s approval. Yet a 13-year- 
old, according to some of these people, ought 
to be able to have an abortion. I don’t think 
that’s right. I think parents should have to 
have a say in this. There’s a big difference 
I have with some of the women’s movement 
out there. 

But I will say this: I do recognize there 
are strong differences. I have just concluded, 
after a lot of agony and evolution of position, 
that we ought to err on the side of life and 
not on the side of more and more abortions. 


Environment 


Moderator. Mr. President, a lot of people 
believe that the ultimate ability to sustain life 
on this planet will be directly linked to how 
well we preserve it and take care of it and 
clean it up. Environmental issues are big this 
year with a lot of people, and we have some- 
body standing by in Holland right now who 
has such a question on their mind. 

Q. Mr. President, 4 years ago you claimed 
to be an environmentalist. But last summer 
in Brazil our country failed—and was one of 
the only countries, if not the only one, that 
failed to sign on to an agreement to protect 
biological diversity. And furthermore, our 
country sought to weaken one on protecting 
the global environment from increases in 
global temperature. Repeatedly your admin- 
istration has also sought to weaken the Clean 
Air Act and the Endangered Species Act, as 
well as to permit increased oil exploration 
in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge. 

The President. We're strongly for that. 

Q. And also to decrease the amount of pro- 
tection to wetlands. My question then is if 
you're elected for another 4 year term, are 
we going to continue along the same path 
vis-a-vis environmental issues, or are we 
going to see some change in environmental 
policy that a lot of folks in the country think 
is important? 

The President. Well, professor, you sound 
like Ozone Man, Mr. Gore. I am not an ex- 
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tremist. We have a good, good record on the 
environment. We've done more for the 
oceans. We passed the Clean Air Act. We've 
done great things for the forests. But I do 
not consider it leadership to go down to Rio 
de Janeiro in front of a bunch of NGO’s, non- 
government organizations, and try to buy 
their favor by getting in line, by a lot of other 
people, who want to go after our biodiversity 
proprieties, our research. We have a strong 
record in bio-diversity. But I simply don’t 
think that just getting in line and signing up 
for a treaty is a good thing to do. We’re the 
leaders on it, and because of what I did, we 
will be in a much better position to share 
our research with other countries. 

On climate change, we did change it a little 
bit, because I don’t want to see us burden 
the automotive industry with the kind of 
costs that the Europeans wanted us to put 
on the industry. 

What I’m saying—you mentioned the En- 
dangered Species—yes, I came down in favor 
of a more moderate consideration for this owl 
out there, the spotted owl, because 30,000 
American families—somebody ought to think 
about them, too. 

So I think we've got a good record. But 
my differences is, when you come up here 
to the auto industry and suggest we put 40 
to 45 miles per gallon CAFE standards, these 
fuel efficiency standards—who’s going to 
think of the auto worker's family? Yes, it 
would be nice to be able to say that. Who’s 
going to be able to produce cars with that 
kind of thing right away? Nobody. And so 
we've got to find some balance. 

Moderator. Mr. President, on the subject 
of CAFE standards, you have repeatedly 
charged that Governor Clinton has set 40 or 
45 as something he would like to legislate. 
We've gone back and listened to the tapes 
and examined his speeches. He insists ao 
he has set that as a goal, that it’s something 
we ought to aspire to. Would you accept that 
as a goal? 

The President. No. I don’t want to set 
it as a goal until I’m told by good scientists 
it can be achieve without putting a lot of peo- 
ple out of work. I wish I had my notes aie 
with me, because I read a specific quote from 
Clinton’s Energy Strategy that had it calling 
for legislation. 
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Yes, he’s changed his position. That gets 
back to a whole other argument I’ve got with 
him. They’re changing wherever they go, 
whether it’s the free trade agreement, wheth- 
er it’s on your own record on the draft, or 
whether it’s clean air standards. You can’t do 
that. 

So if you want to set a goal for way out 
there, fine. But let’s not go to the extreme 
on these environmental matters. We've got 
a very good record on the environment. 
We've got a great environmentalist in Bill 
Reilly heading EPA. We've got a good record 
on wetlands. But I'll tell you, with all respect 
to the professor, maybe he’s pretty reason- 
able, but I couldn’t tell it from the way the 
question came out, because we can’t go off 
to the extremes and still talk about how we’re 
going to help all these people that are looking 
for jobs. 


Leadership 


Q. Mr. President, you were elected to pro- 
vide leadership in the governance of this 
country. Good leaders get results through 
working with people and through people. 
Good leaders are also held accountable for 
results. My question is why are constantly 
blaming Congress for your failures? 

The President. Well, I’m not always blam- 
ing them. I’m just trying to shift some of the 
blame where it belongs, to the Congress. 
They a every dime. They tell me 
as President how to spend every dime. I have 
gone up—lI'll give you a good example, Larry. 
It was Larry wasn’t it? I'll give you a good 
example anyway, whether it was Larry or not. 
[Laughter] 

Look, after South Central riots over there 
in Los Angeles, I sat down with Mayor Brad- 
ley, a big Democrat out there, the Governor, 
a Republican, Peter Ueberroth. They said 
what we need is enterprise zones. Every one 
of them agreed on that. I went to the boy’s 
club there in the neighborhood that had been 
wiped out by these rioters. Everyone said we 
need enterprise zones. I invited them back. 
We met with the Democratic leadership, 
Speaker, Mitchell, Gephardt. I still haven't 
got the kind of enterprise zones legislation 
that would have helped South Central and 
would help Detroit today. It’s not my fault 
that the Congress refuses to go along. Here 
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was a bipartisan appeal. I give you but one 
example of that. 

You talk about leadership. I didn’t need 
Congress in the war, and we forged the coali- 
tion. We made a tough decision. We dragged 
some of the reluctant ones along, and we did 
what had to be done. And so there is a dif- 
ference between national security policy, for- 
eign affairs, and some domestic policy. We 
got some things done early on with Congress. 
The best piece of civil rights legislation in 
this decade is the Americans for Disabilities 
Act. We passed it. We got a good child care 
bill. We now have a highway bill. 

But I'll tell you, they made a decision: The 
only way we are going to win the White 
House is by denying the President success 
on some of this terribly important domestic 
legislation. That is the fact. And if you want 
to help change it, clean House. Clean House, 
and give some new ideas a chance that are 


just stymied by these old thinkers. 


President’s Motivation for Reelection 


Q. Mr. President, why do you want 4 more 
years as President? What’s your motivation? 

The President. Well, I'll tell you some- 
thing, that is a profound question, because— 
look, Barbara and I have got a pretty good 
life. This has been the ugliest year I can ever 
remember in terms of politics. It has been 
terrible. Ironically, it’s true around the world 
if you look—have a broad perspective. But 
I think to finish what I've started. I believe 
that this country is not in decline. I believe 
we're a rising nation. I believe we can amelio- 
rate the problems that we're hearing about 
here tonight with the answers that I’ve given 
you here tonight. And I just feel driven to 
try to help achieve our education goals, to 
win the battle against narcotics, to do better 
in terms—with the new ideas I’ve got on 
housing. 

So get in there and finish what you start. 
And that’s what does it. Because, beckoning 
out there, let’s face it—everyone knows ev- 
erything about my worth or lack thereof, or 
debt, or lack thereof. Life’s been pretty good 
to me. I’m big in the grandchild business 
now, and someday I'll get a lot bigger in it. 

But you set these things aside. I want to 
finish and try to help people. That’s what mo- 
tivates us. Because otherwise, in this kind of 
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year, why in God’s name would anybody in 
his right mind want to be in this arena, when 
anybody can take a cheap shot at you. It’s 
the worst. I’ve never seen the national media 
ever—anything like this. I’ve never seen 
them having seminars—“Have we been fair 
to President Bush’—before, a President. 
They're doing it. 

Ted Koppel comes on, “Oh, yes, they're 
wondering whether they've been fair.” They 
know darn well they haven’t. Go around 
them. Go to the people. Get the job done. 
But it isn’t much fun. But it’s going to change 
after the election. Help me. 

Moderator. Speaking of change, Mr.— 
I’m sorry? 

The President. No, no. I’m finished. 


Asian Americans 


Q. My question is, you’ve made a con- 
certed effort to hire African Americans and 
Hispanic Americans to your Cabinet. You 
often speak of Asian Americans as like a 
model minority, but very few can be found 
in your administration. What plans do you 
have to redress this issue? 

The President. Good question. And I 
think we can do better on that. There’s none 
that I know of in the Cabinet. We have, I 
think—you know, all these people—we have 
appointed more Asian Americans, I believe 
I have at high levels, not in the Cabinet. But 
I take your point. I think we ought to strive 
to do better. But I think if I could—I don’t 
know how to get a hold of you—but send 
you the analysis of Asian Americans in high- 
level jobs, I think you'll find that it has ex- 
ceeded the record by any other administra- 
tion. 

But I take your point on Cabinet. I think 
there’s some status and standing to Cabinet 
that gives groups of all persuasions a certain 
hope. Maybe we can do better there. 


Urban America 


Moderator. Mr. President, there is a per- 
ception, certainly in the city of Detroit—I 
can’t speak for all American cities—that be- 
ginning with the election of Ronald Reagan 
in 1980, nominated in the city of Detroit, 
as you well know, that the administration 
simply has ignored the cities; the theory 
being that inner-city people aren’t voting for 
Republicans, so therefore, let’s go out and 
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work with the areas where we're getting the 
most votes. Is that a true perception? If it’s 
not, how do you break it down? 

The President. It’s not a true perception 
because I have just cited some things that 
would in a very likely way lift up and give 
hope to urban America. And I’m talkin 
about empowerment of people as casind 
to Government jobs. I’m talking about enter- 
prise zones. I’m talking about homeowner- 
ship. Again, I'll cite “Weed and Seed.” I be- 
lieve that those programs and those ideas 
ought to be tried. 

Some say there’s no new ideas. They're 
new until they've been tried. Instead of that, 
you have a lot of these bosses in these cities 
that haven’t had a new thought in years. They 
promise the people one thing, tell them to 
vote the —_— lever, and then the people 
say, “Hey, I didn’t get anything out of any- 
thing.” Why don’t they try some new ideas? 
Why aren’t they willing to try what I've said, 
for example, start out on enterprise zones? 

Q. Mr. President, time flies when we’re 
having fun. And we do thank aos The hour 
is up, it’s been a pleasure having you in 
Grand Rapids to address the people of 
Michigan through this statewide network. 

The President. Thank you, Mort. 


Note: The question-and-answer session 
began at 8 p.m. at the West Michigan Public 
Broadcasting Center. WZZM-TV, Grand 
Rapids, anchor Lee Van Amede and WDIV- 
TV, Detroit, anchor Mort Krim served as 
moderators for the session. A tape was not 
available for verification of the content of 
these remarks. 


Statement on Si 


ing the Veterans 
Benefits Act of 1992 


October 29, 1992 


Today I am signing into law H.R. 5008, 
the “Veterans Benefits Act of 1992.” This 
bill, which is a landmark in veterans’ legisla- 
tion, reflects America’s continuing recogni- 
tion of the invaluable contributions that vet- 
erans and their families have made to our 
Nation. It includes a major reform of the De- 
pendency and Indemnity Compensation 
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(DIC) program and significant improve- 
ments in a variety of other veterans’ benefits. 

H.R. 5008 brings a new measure of fair- 
ness to the DIC program, which provides 
benefits to the surviving spouses and children 
of those who die in service or whose deaths 
after service are related to their service-con- 
nected disabilities. Under current law, DIC 
benefits are based on military rank and 
length of service. As a result, survivors who 
have experienced the same misfortune—a 
service-connected death—receive widely dif- 
fering payments. 

H.R. 5008 replaces this inequitable system 
with one in which surviving spouses receive 
the same basic monthly payment of $750. 
This is $134 more than the current minimum 
DIC payment. Recognizing the effect that 
total disability can have on a family’s income, 
the bill provides an additional $165 per 
month to families of certain service-disabled 
veterans. For families with children, the cur- 
rent per child benefit is increased, almost tri- 
pling by fiscal year 1995. 

Education benefits available under the 
Montgomery GI Bill also increase under 
H.R. 5008. Our Nation has a proud tradition 
of assisting veterans in the smooth transition 
from military to civilian life through edu- 
cational and training assistance. Indeed, the 
GI Bill programs have been widely acclaimed 
as the best investment America has made. 
These programs have promoted quality edu- 
cation for our country’s veterans, providing 
them the opportunity to be the best that they 
can be. This Nation remains committed to 
these programs. 

I am also gratified that H.R. 5008 benefits 
our veterans in many other ways. It improves 
the Department of Veterans Affairs programs 
of educational assistance, vocational rehabili- 
tation and training, and insurance. In addi- 
tion, H.R. 5008 restores eligibility for Veter- 
ans Readjustment Appointments with the 
Federal Government to all Vietnam-era vet- 
erans through December 31, 1995. 

I have often said that we must remember 
a statement made by President Kennedy: “A 
nation reveals itself not only by the men and 
women it produces, but by the men and 
women it remembers.” On behalf of the 
American people, I am proud to sign this bill 
that expresses our Nation’s gratitude and 
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continuing commitment to our veterans and 
their families. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 29, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 30. 


Statement on Signing the Federal 
Courts Administration Act of 1992 


October 29, 1992 


Today I am signing into law S. 1569, the 
“Federal Courts Administration Act of 
1992.” I am pleased that the bill explicitly 
authorizes an American national to file suit 
in the United States for the recovery of treble 
damages against the perpetrators of inter- 
national terrorism. This will ensure that, if 
needed, a remedy will be available for Ameri- 
cans injured abroad by senseless acts of ter- 
rorism. 

My approval of this bill also enacts a num- 
ber of recommendations made by the Fed- 
eral Courts Study Committee and contains 
a number of other important provisions for 
the judicial branch and its personnel. In addi- 
tion, the bill makes certain important amend- 
ments to the Contract Disputes Act— 
amendments that will serve to provide a 
more efficient and fair resolution of contract 
disputes for many of those who do business 
with the Federal Government. 

S. 1569 abolishes the Temporary Emer- 
gency Court of Appeals (TECA), which was 
established in 1970 to rule on appeals of cer- 
tain oil price control cases. TECA’s appellate 
jurisdiction will be transferred to the USS. 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. I 
hope and expect that the Federal Circuit will 
adopt TECA precedent, just as the Federal 
Circuit earlier adopted Court of Claims 
precedent when its appellate jurisdiction was 
transferred to the Federal Circuit. Adoption 


of TECA precedent would reduce any uncer- 
tainty prompted by the change of appellate 
jurisdiction, reducing delay in resolution of 
these matters and assisting the Department 
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of Energy’s efforts to bring these petroleum 
cases to a proper conclusion. 

Although I have signed S. 1569, I will also 
withhold my approval of H.R. 6185. While 
both bills contain many of the same provi- 
sions, the amendments to the Contract Dis- 
putes Act contained in S. 1569 will better 
serve the public interest of improving the 
resolution of contract claim disputes between 
the Federal Government and its contractors. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
October 29, 1992. 


Note: This statement follows the text as re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
at the White House on October 30. 


Proclamation 6500—National 
Medical Staff Services Awareness 
Week, 1992 


October 29, 1992 


By the President of the United States 
of America 


A Proclamation 


The professionals who direct or manage 
medical staff services, from hospital commu- 
nications to the accreditation of physicians 
and nurses, play an important role in our Na- 
tion’s health care system. In addition to serv- 
ing in hospitals and other primary care facili- 
ties, these professionals also work in health 


maintenance organizations, medical  soci- 
eties, State licensing boards, and consulting 
firms. By administering rules and regulations, 
by ensuring accreditation compliance, and by 
providing a wide range of support to physi- 
cians, medical staff coordinators help to pro- 
mote the quality and efficiency of health 
care. 

Today many medical staff services profes- 
sionals are striving to promote efficiency and 
professionalism in health care by working 
through the legal, financial, and regulatory 
requirements that have increased along with 
new challenges and opportunities in the 
health care industry. This week, we acknowl- 
edge the value of such efforts. 
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The Congress, by House Joint Resolution 
399, has designated the week of November 
1 through November 7, 1992, as “National 
Medical Staff Services Awareness Week” and 
has requested the President to issue a procla- 
mation in observance of this week. 

Now, Therefore, I, George Bush, Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, do 
hereby proclaim the week of November 1 
through November 7, 1992, as National 
Medical Staff Services Awareness Week. I in- 
vite all Americans to observe this week with 
appropriate programs and activities. 

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set 
my hand this twenty-ninth day of October, 
in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred 
and ninety-two, and of the Independence of 
the United States of America the two hun- 
dred and seventeenth. 


George Bush 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 
10:53 a.m., October 30, 1992] 


Note: This proclamation was released by the 
Office of the Press Secretary on October 30, 
and it was published in the Federal Register 
on November 2. 


Remarks on Arrival in St. Louis, 
Missouri 


October 30, 1992 


Well, let me just say that I am very, very 
grateful to Governor Schaefer. This is a tre- 
mendous support, and yes, we’re friends. But 
I’ve respected his work for a long, long time. 
We believe in many of the same objectives. 
I’m delighted that Maryland is leading the 
way to America 2000, our education reforms. 
I’ve been at his side as we’ve talked health 
care, trying to provide better health care for 
all. I’ve valued his trust and support during 
troublesome times of Desert Storm and 
other matters related to foreign affairs. You 
heard him talk about international trade. So 
it is an honor for me to be endorsed by this 
outstanding Democratic Governor. And it’s 
just one more reason that I feel that I will, 
on November 3d, be elected for 4 more 
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years. So, Don, thank you, sir, very much for 
being with us. 


Note: The President spoke at 12:30 p.m. at 
Lambert/St. Louis Airport. In his remarks, 
he referred to Gov. Wi William Donald Schaefer 
of Maryland. A tape was not available for 
verification of the content of these remarks. 





Points of Light Recognition Program 





The President named the following individ- 
uals and institutions as exemplars of his com- 
mitment to making community service 
central to the life and work of every Amer- 
ican. 





October 24 

Helen Shapiro, of Cleveland Heights, OH 
October 25 

Lydia Flores Perkins, of Pharr, TX 
October 26 

Volunteers of Safe Place, of Raleigh, NC 
October 27 


Volunteers of San Diego Rescue Mission, Inc., 
of San Diego, CA 


October 28 
Jesse Chambers, of Las Vegas, NV 
October 29 


Volunteers of City Mission Society, of Buffalo, 
NY 


October 30 
Ahmed Dahir, of Los Angeles, CA 





Digest of Other 
ite House Announcements 





The following list includes the President's 
public schedule and other items of general 
interest announced by the Office of the Press 
Secretary and not included elsewhere in this 
issue. 
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October 231 

The President announced his intention to 
accord the personal rank of Ambassador to 
Edward L. Lacey, of Virginia, in his capacity 
as head of delegation to the Biological and 
Toxic Weapons Convention Verification 
Conference. 


October 24 

In the morning, the President held media 
interviews at the Atlanta Crossing Shopping 
Center in Montgomery, AL. He then trav- 
eled to Houston, TX, where he attended a 
private memorial service at the First Pres- 
byterian Church. 

In the afternoon, the President traveled to 
Maurice and Lafayette, LA, before returning 
to Washington, DC, in the evening. 


October 25 

In the morning, the President traveled to 
Detroit, MI, and Sioux Falls, SD, where he 
held media interviews at the Kiwanis Club 
Pancake House. In the afternoon, he traveled 
to Billings, MT, where he held a taped inter- 
view with David French of CNN-TV at Bil- 
lings Senior High School. 


October 26 

In the morning, the President traveled to 
Denver, CO, in the afternoon to Albuquer- 
que, NM, and in the evening to Des Moines, 
IA, where he held a taped interview with 
David Frost at the Iowa Republican head- 
quarters. 

The President announced his intention to 
appoint Barbara Hackman Franklin, Sec- 
retary of Commerce, to be a member of the 
Competitiveness Policy Council for a term 
expiring October 16, 1994. This is a re- 
appointment. 

The President appointed Stuart A. Bern- 
stein, of the District of Columbia, to be a 
member of the Board of Trustees of the John 
F. Kennedy Center for the Performing Arts 
for a term expiring September 1, 2002. He 
would succeed Dina Merrill. 


October 27 
In the morning, the President held an 
interview with NBC-TV’s “Today Show” at 


1 This announcement was not received in 
time for publication in the appropriate issue. 
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the State capitol in Des Moines, IA. He later 
traveled to Paducah, KY. In the afternoon, 
he traveled to Kettering and Lima, OH. 

The President announced his intention to 
designate Harold T. Shapiro, of New Jersey, 
to be Vice Chairman of the President’s Coun- 
cil of Advisors on Science and Technology. 
He would succeed Bernadine P. Healy. 

The President announced his intention to 
appoint J. Michael Farrell, of the District of 
Columbia, to be Commissioner of the United 
States of America on the Commission for the 
Study of Alternatives to the Panama Canal. 
He would succeed John A. Svahn. 

October 28 

In the morning, the President held an 
interview with ABC-TV’s “Good Morning 
America” at the Civic Center in Lima, OH, 
before traveling to Toledo, Strongsville, and 
Columbus, OH. In the evening, he traveled 
to Warren, MI. 

October 29 

In the morning, the President traveled 
from Warren, MI, to the Henry Ford Mu- 
seum in Detroit, MI, where he held a TV 
interview with “CBS This Morning” and 
taped an interview for “Prime Time Live” 
with Sam Donaldson of ABC-TV. 

In the afternoon, the President returned 
to Warren, MI, and traveled on to Grand 
Rapids, MI, where he addressed the commu- 
nity at the Gerald R. Ford Museum. In the 
evening, he traveled to Nashville, TN. 
October 30 

In the morning, the President addressed 
the Kentucky Fried Chicken Convention at 
the Opryland Hotel in Nashville, TN. He 
then traveled to St. Louis, MO, where he 
addressed the community and also held sev- 
eral local media interviews. 

In the afternoon, he traveled to Racine, 
WI, where he addressed the community and, 
in the evening, held an interview with Larry 


King of CNN-TV. 





Nominations 
Submitted to the Senate 





Note: No nominations were submitted to the 
Senate during the period covered by this 
issue. 





Checklist 
of White House Press Releases 





The following list contains releases of the Of- 
fice of the Press Secretary that are neither 
printed as items nor covered by entries in 
the Digest of Other White House Announce- 
ments. 





Released October 23! 


Fact sheet: 

Executive order to promote open bidding on 
Federal and federally funded construction 
projects 


Announcement: 

According the rank of Ambassador to Ed- 
ward L. Lacey as head of delegation to the 
Biological and Toxic Weapons Convention 
Verification Conference 


Released October 26 


Transcript: 

Remarks by Press Secretary Fitzwater at 
Stapleton Airport in Denver, CO, on poll re- 
sults 





Acts Approved 
by the President 





Approved October 23? 


H.R. 240 / Private Law 102-12 
For the relief of Rodgito Keller 


H.R. 1101 / Private Law 102-13 
For the relief of William A. Cassity 


H.R. 2156 / Private Law 102-14 
For the relief of William A. Proffitt 


H.R. 5164 / Private Law 102-15 
For the relief of Craig B. Sorensen and Nita 
M. Sorensen 


! These items were not received in time for 


publication in the appropriate issue. 
2 These acts approved were not received in 
time for publication in the appropriate issue. 
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H.R. 5749 / Private Law 102-16 
For the relief of Krishanthi Sava Kopp 


H.R. 5923 / Private Law 102-17 
For the relief of Anna C. Massari 


H.R. 5998 / Private Law 102-18 
For the relief of the Wilkinson County 
School District, in the State of Mississippi 


S. 1181 / Private Law 102-19 
For the relief of Christy Carl Hallien of Ar- 
lington, Texas 


Approved October 24 


H.R. 776 / Public Law 102-486 
Energy Policy Act of 1992 


H.R. 2263 / Public Law 102-487 

To amend chapter 45 of title 5, United States 
Code, to authorize awards for cost savings 
disclosures 


H.R. 2896 / Public Law 102-488 
Minute Man National Historical 
Amendments of 1991 


Park 


H.R. 3638 / Public Law 102-489 
Koniag Lands Conveyance Amendments of 
1991 


H.R. 3673 / Public Law 102-490 
Membrane Processes Research Act of 1992 


H.R. 4398 / Public Law 102-491 
Federal Reserve Bank Branch Moderniza- 
tion Act 


H.R. 4412 / Public Law 102-492 
To amend title 17, United States Code, relat- 
ing to fair use of copyrighted works 


H.R. 4773 / Public Law 102-493 
Fertility Clinic Success Rate and Certifi- 
cation Act of 1992 


H.R. 4841 / Public Law 102-494 

Granting the consent of the Congress to the 
New Hampshire-Maine Interstate School 
Compact 


H.R. 4844 / Public Law 102-495 
Elwha River Ecosystem and Fisheries Res- 
toration Act 
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H.R. 5095 / Public Law 102-496 
Intelligence Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1993 


H.R. 5686 / Public Law 102-497 
To make technical amendments to certain 
Federal Indian statutes 


H.R. 6014 / Public Law 102-498 

To designate certain land in the State of Mis- 
souri owned by the United States and admin- 
istered by the Secretary of Agriculture as part 
of the Mark Twain National Forest 


H.R. 6047 / Public Law 102-499 

To amend the United States Information and 
Educational Exchange Act of 1948, the For- 
eign Service Act of 1980, and other provi- 
sions of law to make certain changes in ad- 
ministrative authorities 


H.R. 6164 / Public Law 102-500 

To amend the John F. Kennedy Center Act 
to authorize appropriations for maintenance, 
repair, alteration, and other services nec- 
essary for the John F. Kennedy Center for 
the Performing Arts 


H.R. 6183 / Public Law 102-501 
Federally Supported Health Centers Assist- 
ance Act of 1992 


H.J. Res. 271 / Public Law 102-502 

Authorizing the Go For Broke National Vet- 
erans Association Foundation to establish a 
memorial in the District of Columbia or its 


environs to honor Japanese American patriot- 
ism in World War II 


H.J. Res. 409 / Public Law 102-503 
Designating January 16, 1993, as “National 
Good Teen Day” 


H.J. Res. 429 / Public Law 102-504 
Designating May 2, 1993, through May 8, 
1993, as “Be Kind to Animals and National 
Pet Week” 


H.J. Res. 458 / Public Law 102-505 
Designating the week beginning October 25, 


1992, as “World Population Awareness 
Week” 
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S.1145 / Public Law 102-506 
Office of Government Ethics Amendments 
of 1992 


S. 1577 / Public Law 102-507 
Alzheimer’s Disease Research, Training, and 
Education Amendments of 1992 


S. 1583 / Public Law 102-508 
Pipeline Safety Act of 1992 


S. 2201 / Public Law 102-509 
Soviet Scientists Immigration Act of 1992 


S. 2322 / Public Law 102-510 
Veterans’ Compensation Cost-of-Living Ad- 
justment Act of 1992 


S. 2532 / Public Law 102-511 

Freedom for Russia and Emerging Eurasian 
Democracies and Open Markets Support Act 
of 1992 (FREEDOM Support Act) 


S. 2875 / Public Law 102-512 
Children’s Nutrition Assistance Act of 1992 


S. 3224 / Public Law 102-513 

To designate the United States Courthouse 
to be constructed in Fargo, North Dakota, 
as the “Quentin N. Burdick United States 
Courthouse” 
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S. 3279 / Public Law 102-514 
To extend the authorization of use of official 
mail in the location and recovery of missing 


children, and for other purposes 


S. 3312 / Public Law 102-515 
Cancer Registries Amendment Act 


S.J. Res. 304 / Public Law 102-516 
Designating January 3, 1993, through Janu- 
ary 9, 1993, as “National Law Enforcement 
Training Week” 


S.J. Res. 309 / Public Law 102-517 
Designating the week beginning November 
8, 1992, as “National Women Veterans Rec- 
ognition Week” 


S.J. Res. 318 / Public Law 102-518 
Designating November 13, 1992, as “Viet- 
nam Veterans Memorial 10th Anniversary 
Day” 


H.R. 3336 / Private Law 102—20 
For the relief of Florence Adeboyeku 


Note: No acts approved by the President 
after October 24 were received by the Office 
of the Federal Register. 





Subject Index 


Administration of George Bush, 1992 


ABC Television—1846 
Abortion—1759, 2053 
Acquired Immune Deficiency Syndrome, Na- 
tional Commission on—1894 
Advisory. See other part of subject 
Aeronautics and Space Administration, Na- 
tional—1871 
Afghanistan, trade with U.S.—1878 
Africa. See specific country 
African Americans. See specific subject 
Agency. See other part of subject 
Agenda for American Renewal. See Economy, 
national 
Aging, White House Conference on—1834 
Agricultural Mortagage Corporation, Federal. 
See Farm Credit Administration 
Agriculture, Department of 
Budget—1836, 2067 
Forest Service—1865 
AID. See Development Cooperation Agency, 
U.S. International 
AIDS. See Health and medical care, acquired 
immune deficiency syndrome 
Air Force, Department of the 
See also Armed Forces, U.S. 
MacDill Air Force Base, FL—1851 
Aircraft. See Aviation 
Airline industry, foreign acquisition of U.S. air- 
lines—2005 
America 2000. See Education, quality 
American. See other part of subject 
Appeals, Ninth Circuit Court of—1795 
Armed Forces, U.S. 
See also specific military department; Defense 
and national security 
International role. See specific country or re- 
on 
POW’s/MIA’s—2059 
Proposed reductions—1908, 1910 
Armenia 
President—1838 
Refugee assistance—1838 
Army, Department of the 
See also Armed Forces, U.S. 
Corps of Engineers—1841 
Asia-Pacific region. See specific country 
Asian/Pacific American Heritage Month—2064 
Association. See other part of subject 
AT&T. See Telephone & Telegraph Co., Amer- 
ican 
Attorney General. See Justice, Department of 
Automobile industry, fuel standards—1777, 1985 


Aviation 
See also Airline industry 
Historical sites preservation—1966 
Korean Airlines Flight 007—1939 
Awards. See other part of subject 


Balanced budget amendment. See Budget, Fed- 
eral, deficit 
Banking—1996 
Barbados, taxation protocol with U.S.—1830 
Belarus, nuclear weapons removal—1836 
Benjamin Franklin National Memorial Com- 
memorative Medal and Fire Service Bill of 
Rights Act—1926 
Black Americans. See specific subject 
Board. See other part of subject 
Bosnia-Hercegovina 
Civil conflict—2058 
Humanitarian assistance—1844, 1916 
Budget, Federal 
See also specific agency 
Deficit—1791, 1982, 2051 
Rescissions and deferrals—1836 
Building Sciences, National Institute of—1812 
Bureau. See other part of subject 
Business and industry 
See also specific industry 
Discrimination—1843 
Enterprise zones. See Enterprise zones 
Productivity and competitiveness—1938 
Research and development—1755 
Small and minority business—1811, 1814, 
1871, 2049 
Business Economists, National Association of— 


1885 


Cabinet. See specific “sees 


California Indian Po 
Council on—1941 
Canada 
Display of flag at World Series—2005, 2016 
Free trade negotiations with Mexico and 
U.S.—1846, 1877, 1880 
Prime Minister—1846, 
1882, 1944, 2006 
Cancer Advisory Board, National—1846 
Caribbean region. See specific country 
CBS Television—2066 
Chemical Safety and Hazard Investigation 
Board—1894 
Child Health Day—1772 
Children and youth 
See also specific subject 
Child care reform—1862 


icy Act of 1992, Advisory 


1877, 1878, 1880, 
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Children and youth—Continued 
Child support—1818, 1819, 1832, 2057 
Children’s Day, National—1891 
China 
Human rights—1915 
Trade with U.S.—1794 
Civil justice reform—1972, 1974 
Civil rights 
See also specific subject; Employment and un- 
employment 
Discrimination—1815, 1843, 1919, 2007 
Legislation—1786 
Civil War Battlefield Commemorative Coin Act 
of 1992—1864 
Colombia, drug interdiction cooperation—1831 
Colorado, wilderness preservation legislation— 
1889 
Columbus Day—1837 
Commerce, Department of 
Budget—2067 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminis- 
tration—1851 
Secretary—1826 
Travel and Tourism Administration, U.S.— 
1826 
Commerce, international 
See also specific country or subject 
Exports, U.S.—1754, 1880 
Free and fair trade—1882, 1927, 1972 
General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 
(GATT)—1877 
Protectionism—2057 
Trade negotiations and agreements—1846, 
1877, 1881, 1944, 1986, 2056 
Commerce, Justice, and State, the Judiciary, and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 1993, 
Departments of—1874 
Commission. See other part of subject 
Committee. See other part of subject 
Commonwealth of Independent States 
Armenia. See Armenia 
Belarus. See Belarus 
Economic assistance—1872 
Kazakhstan. See Kazakhstan 
Nagorno-Karabakh crises—1838 
Russia. See Russia 
Ukraine. See Ukraine 
Communications, cable television legislation— 
1860, 1866, 2055 
Community Relations Service. See Justice, De- 
partment of 
Competitiveness Council—1874 
Computers. See Science and technology 
Congress 
See also specific subject 
Domestic legislation—1826, 1842 
Foreign lobbyists—1988 


Administration of George Bush, 1992 


Congress—Continued 

Printing requirements 
bills—1869 

Term limitations—1952 

Conservation 
See also Environment 
Park system—1966 
Wilderness and wildlife preservation—1795, 

1889, 2057, 2064 

Corps of Engineers. See Army, Department of 
the 

Council. See other part of subject 

Country Music Month—1966 

Courts, U.S. See specific court 

Crime. See Law enforcement and crime 

CSCE. See Security and Cooperation in Europe, 
Conference on 

Customer Service Week, National—1886 

Customs Service, U.S. See Treasury, Depart- 
ment of the 

Cyprus 
Conflict resolution—1976 
Turkish Cypriot leader—1976 
U.S. Special Coordinator—1977 


for appropriations 


Defense and national security, military strength 
and deterrence—1841, 1914, 1958, 2058 
Defense, Department of 
See also specific military department 
Budget—1836, 1875 
Countemarcotics assistance—1831 
Disaster assistance—1831 
Hazardous waste laws, compliance—1868 
Joint Chiefs of Staff—1908 
Secretary—1845, 1908 
Deficit, Federal. See Budget, Federal 
Delaware 
President's visit—1860 
Republican Party event—1893 
Democracy and freedom—1958 
Democratic Party, Presidential nominee—1752- 
1754, 1757, 1761, 1763, 1764, 1767-1771, 
1777-1785, 1788, 1791, 1793, 1796-1810, 
1815-1824, 1851-1859, 1862, 1863, 1879, 
1881-1885, 1899-1903, 1925, 1927-1931, 1933, 
1943, 1971-1973, 1978, 1979, 2002, 2004, 
2006, 2008, 2011, 2013-2018, 2020, ; 
2023, 2024, 2026, 2027, 2029-2036, 
2048, 2051, 2052, 2054, 2055, 2057, 
2061-2063 
Department. See other part of subject 
Developing countries 
See also specific country or region 
Environmental cooperation—1935 
Development, Agency for International. See De- 
velopment Cooperation Agency, U.S. Inter- 
national 
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Development Cocperation Agency, U.S. Inter- 
national, Development, Agency for Inter- 
national (AID)—1833, 1836, 1872 

Disaster assistance 
Florida flooding and tornadoes—1894 
Guam typhoon—2067 
Hurricane Andrew—1893, 1936, 1937, 2067 
Hurricane Iniki—1936, 1937, 2067 
Iowa flooding—1848 
Mississippi tornadoes—2066 
Wisconsin flooding—1847 

Discrimination. See Civil rights 

District of Columbia, budget—1825 

Domestic policy 
See also specific subject 
Administration’s _ legislative 

1931, 1949, 1972, 1974 
Urban programs—-2007 

Drug abuse and trafficking 
See also Law enforcement and crime 
International cooperation—1831 
Prevention efforts—1792, 1873, 

2053 

Drug Control Policy, Office of National—1874 

Drug Enforcement Administration. See Justice, 
Department of 

Drug-Free America, National Commission on 
Measured Response to Achieve a—1968 

Drug-Free America, National Red Ribbon Week 
for a—2065 


agenda—1928, 


1918, 1951, 


EC. See European Community 
Economy, national 
See also Banking; Budget, Federal; Com- 
merce, international 
Agenda for American Renewal—1752, 1851, 
1912 
Growth—2050 
Education 
See also specific institution 
Bilingual education—2057 
Funding—1754, 1962, 2011 
Quality—1799, 1832, 1960, 2050, 2053 
Student loans—2056 
Educational Goals Panel, National—1832 
Educational Research and Improvement, Na- 
tional Advisory Council on—1848 
Elections 
See also specific State; Democratic Party 
Foreign elections. See specific country 
Fundraisers and rallies—1756, 1846-1848, 
1883, 1894, 1968, 1969, 2002, 2038, 2045, 
2060 
Presidential debates—1903, 1943, 1979 
Ross Perot’s Presidential campaign—1903, 
1931, 1943, 1978, 1979, 2004, 2006, 2013, 
2049 
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Elections—Continued 
Whistlestop tours—1761, 1762, 1765, 1767, 
1768, 1770, 1776, 1779, 1780, 1783, 2012, 
2014, 2017, 2019, 2023, 2025, 2028, 2031 
Emergency Management Agency, Federal— 
1893 
Emergency Refugee and Migration Assistance 
Fund—1866 
Employment and unemployment 
Equal opportunity—1812, 1843 
Federal employees. See Government agencies 
and employees 
Job training—1910 
Energy 
Alternative fuels—1834 
Legislation—1842 
Natural gas—1865 
Energy and Water Development Appropriations 
Act, 1993—1840, 1841 
Energy Awareness Month—1934 
— Department of 
Budget—1841, 1865 
Global climate change workshop—1935 
Hazardous waste laws, compliance—1868 
Enterprise for the Americas Initiative—1872 
Enterprise zones—1815, 2007 
Environment 
See also Conservation 
Air quality—1835, 1978 
Economic growth, impact—2055 
Funding—1870 
Global climate change—1935 
Hazardous wastes—1868, 1976 
International cooperation—1870, 1871, 1878 
Legislation—1795 
Environmental Protection Agency—1870, 1871, 
1890, 1978 
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission— 
1968 
Eurasia Foundation—1847 
Europe 
See also specific country 
U.S. Military role—1908 
European Community—1845 
Executive Office of the President. See specific 
office or council 
Export Council, President’s—1894 
Export-Import Bank of the U.S.—1872 
Exports, U.S. See Commerce, international 


Farm Credit Administration—1894 

Federal. See other part of subject 

Federalism—1876 

Fire Prevention Week—1774 

Fish and Wildlife Service, U.S. See Interior, De- 
partment of the 

Flooding. See Disaster assistance 

Florida 
Flooding and tornadoes—1894 
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Florida—Continued 
Hurricane Andrew—1893, 1936, 1937, 2067 
President’s visit—1851, 1854, 1857 
Republican Party event—1893 

Food and Agricultural Development, Board for 
International—1969 

Foreign Assets Control, Office of. See Treasury, 
Department of the 

Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board, Presi- 
dent’s—-1968 

Foreign Missions, Office of. See State, Depart- 
ment of 

Foreign Operations, Export Financing, and Re- 
lated Programs Appropriations Act, 1993— 
1872 

Foreign policy. See specific country, region, or 
subject 

Forest Products Week, National—2022 

Foundation. See other part of subject 

Fraternal Order of Police, National—1899 

Freedom. See Space program, space station 


General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 
(GATT). See Commerce, international 
Georgia 
Atlanta Committee for the Olympic Games— 
1872 
President’s visit—2003, 2012, 2014, 2017 
Germany, state funeral for Willy Brandt, U.S. 
representatives—1969 
“GI bill” for children. See Education, funding 
Glass Ceiling Commission—1843 
Government agencies and employees 
See also specific agency 
Accountability, proposed legislation—1873 
Funding—1836 
Hazardous waste laws, compliance—1868, 
1976 
Management improvement—1939 
Pay—1760 
Presidential appointees—1812 
Reform—1997 
Women and minorities—1992 
Government Ethics, Office of —1941 
Granite Rock Co.—1938 
Guam, typhoon—2067 
Gun control. See Law enforcement and crime 


Haiti 
President—1828-1830 
U.S. national emergency, report—1827, 1830 
Hawaii 
Hurricane Iniki—1936, 1937, 2067 
Public lands administration —1876 
Health and Human Services, Department of 
Budget—1836 
Health, National Institutes of —1920 
Indian Health Service—1865 
Medicaid and Medicare—1852 


Administration of George Bush, 1992 


Health and Human Services, Department of— 
Continued 
Secretary—1759, 1834, 2010 
Social Security—1852, 1922, 1957, 2006, 2057 
Health and medical care 
Acquired immune deficiency syndrome— 
1920, 2010 
Family planning—1759 
Health care reform—1852, 1954, 1972, 2009, 
2048 
Health, National Institutes of. See Health and 
Human Services, Department of 
Highways. See Transportation 
Hispanic Americans, President’s Advisory Com- 
mission on Educational Excellence for—1968 
Hispanic Chamber of Commerce, U.S.—1846 
Holocaust Memorial Council, U.S.—1865 
Housing 
Affordability—2007 
Homeownership—1871 
Housing Administration, Federal. See Housing 
and Urban Development, Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, Department 
of 
Assistant Secretary—1867 
Budget—1870, 2067 
Chief Financial Officer—1867 
Federal Housing Administration—1871 
Human rights. See specific country 


Illinois 
President’s visit—1751, 1756 
Republican Party event—1756 

Immigration and naturalization 
See also specific country 
Refugee admissions—1843 

Immigration and Naturalization Service. See Jus- 
tice, Department of 

Indian Education, White House Conference 
on—1892 

Indians, American 
Federal assistance—1834, 1941 
Tribal recognition legislation—2036 

Industry. See specific industry; Business and in- 
dustry 

Institute. See other part of subject 

Insurance industry 
Automobile insurance—-1972, 1974 
Medical insurance. See Health and medical 

care 

Interior, Department of the 
Budget—1865, 2067 
Bureau of Reclamation—1841 
Fish and Wildlife Service, U.S.—1795 
Secretary—1865, 1941, 1966, 2064 

Internal Revenue Service. See Treasury, Depart- 
ment of the 

International. See other part of subject 
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Investigation, Federal Bureau of. See Justice, 
Department of 
Iowa, flooding—1848 
Iraq 
See also Persian Gulf conflict 
Government assets held by U.S.—2037 
President—1879, 1992, 1993, 1995, 2004 
U.S. assistance before Persian Gulf conflict— 
1995, 2004, 2054 
United Nations Security Council resolutions— 
2037 
Israel 
Economic assistance—1872 
Prime Minister—1776 
U.S. military assistance—1776 


Japanese Americans—1786 

Justice, Department of 
Attorney Genieral—1826 
Community Relations Service—1760 
Drug Enforcement Administration—1875, 

1920 

Federal Bureau of Investigation—1875 
Immigration and Naturalization Service—1875 
Internal Revenue Service—1875 


Kazakhstan, nuclear weapons removal—1836 
Kentucky 
President’s visit—2060 
Republican Party event—2060 
Kenya, Somali refugees—1866 
Kuwait 
Amir—1879 
Elections—1879 


Labor, Department of 
Budget—2067 
Secretary—1843, 1936 
Labor issues 
See also specific industry 
Federal role—2005 
Larry King Show—1885, 1894 
Law enforcement and crime 
See also Drug abuse and trafficking 
Anticrime legislation—1789, 1793, 1817, 1826, 
1875, 1951 
poe <p Pht 
Child support enforcement—1818, 1832 
Federal funding—1899 
Gun control—1951 
Victims of crime—1787, 1821, 1883, 1900 
“Weed and Seed” program—1790, 1792 
Legal Services Corporation—1833, 1875 
Legislative Branch Appropriations Act, 1993— 
1873 
Leif Erikson Day—1773 
Louisiana—1937 
Hurricane Andrew—1936, 1937, 2067 
President’s visit—1879, 1882 
Republican Party event—1894 


AS 


Malcolm Baldrige National Quality Awards— 
1938 
Management and Budget, Office of—1874 
Management Improvement, President’s Council 
on—1939 
Massachusetts 
President’s visit—1848 
Republican Party event—1848 
Medicaid and Medicare. See Health and Human 
Services, Department of 
Medical care. See Health and medical care 
Mental Illness Awareness Week—1838 
Mexico 
Environmental cooperation—1871 
Free trade negotiations with Canada and 
U.S.—1846, 1877, 1880 
President—1846, 1877, 1878, 
1944 
MIA’s. See Armed Forces, U.S. 
Michigan 
President’s visitt—1770, 1776, 1779, 1780, 
1783, 1930, 1978, 1979, 2002 
Republican Party events—1968, 2002 
Military Academy, Board of Visitors to the 
U.S.—2067 
Mine Safety and Health Review Commission, 
Federal—1903 
Mint, U.S. See Treasury, Department of the 
Mississippi, tornadoes—2066 
Missouri 
President’s visits—1787, 1903, 1925 
Republican Party event—1846 
Monetary Fund, International—1872 
Mozambique, civil conflict—1867 


1880, 1882, 


Namibia, nuclear weapons agreement—1936 
NASA. See Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion, National 
National. See other part of subject 
Native Americans. See Indians, American 
NATO. See North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
Navy, Department of the 
See also Armed Forces, U.S. 
Secretary O’Keefe—1844 
Turkish naval missile accident—1845 
NBC News—1900 
Neurofibromatosis 
tional—1975 
New Jersey 
President’s visits—1820, 1822, 1969, 1971, 
2038, 2042, 2045, 2048 
Republican Party events—1969, 2038, 2045 
New York Times—1813, 1853 
News media. See specific publication or station 
Newsweek—1764 


Awareness Month, Na- 
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North American free trade agreement. See Com- 
merce, international, trade negotiations and 
eements 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization—1845, 1908, 
1958 
North Carolina, President’s visit—2023, 2025, 
2028, 2031, 2034 
Nuclear weapons 
Arms control negotiations and agreements— 
1831, 1836, 1914, 1936 
Nonproliferation—1794 
Testing—1841 


OAS. See States, Organization of American 
Occupational Therapy Day, National—1938 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, Na- 
tional. See Commerce, Department of 
Office. See other part of subject 
Ohio 
Historic preservation—1966 
President’s visits—1761, 1762, 1765, 1767, 
1768, 1899, 1901 
Republican Party event—1894 
Older Americans Act Amendments of 1992— 
1834 
Olympic Committee, U.S.—1872 
Organization. See other part of subject 


Pacific region. See Asia-Pacific region 

Pakistan, disaster assistance—1831 

Panama 
Environmental cooperation—1870 
Government assets held by U.S.—1866 

Panama Canal, Commission for the Study of 
Alternatives to the—1893 

Park System, National. See Conservation 

Peace Corps—1872 

Pennsylvania 
President's visit—1926 
Republican Party event—1968 

Persian Gulf conflict 
See also specific country 
Alleged U.S. diplomatic concessions—1993, 

2004 

Personnel Management, Office of—1876 

Physical Fitness and Sports, President’s Council 
on—1894 

Points of Light, recipients—1846, 1893, 1967, 
2066 

Polish-American Heritage Month—1942 

Pollution. See Environment 

Postal. Service, U.S.—1874 

POW’s. See Armed Forces, U.S. 

Presidential. See other part of subject 

President's. See other part of subject 

Project KIDS. See Children and youth, child 
support 

Public Service, National Advisory Council on 
the—2066 

Pulaski Memorial Day, General—1886 


Administration of George Bush, 1992 


Reclamation, Bureau of. See Interior, Depart- 
ment of the 

Red Cross, American—1838 

Red Cross, International—1838, 1845 

Refugees. See specific country or region 

Republican Party, Presidential campaign. See 
Elections 

Research and development. See Science and 
technology 

Reserve System, Federal—1913 

Resolution Trust Corporation—1871 

Ritz-Carlton Hotel Co.—1938 

Rocky Mountain Arsenal National Wildlife Ref- 
uge Act of 1992—1889 

Rosh Hashanah—1751 

Russia 
Korean Airlines Flight 007 investigation— 

1939 

Nuclear weapons disposal—1836, 1914 
POW and MIA investigation—2060 
President—1836, 1914, 1939, 2058, 2060 
U.S. Ambassador—1939 


Scholars, Commission on Presidential—2066 
School Lunch Week, National—1839 
Science and technology 
Computers—1754 
Funding—1840, 1841 
Research and development—1752, 1871 
Space program. See Space program 
Super collider—1840, 1841 
Science and Technology, President’s Council of 
Advisors on—1969 
Science, President’s Committee on the National 
Medal of—1894 
Security and Cooperation in Europe, Con- 
ference on—1838 
Security, national. See Defense and national se- 
curity 
Security telecommunications committee. See 
Telecommunications Advisory Committee, 
President’s National Security 
Small Business Administration—2049 
Small business. See Business and industry 
Smithsonian Institution, budget—1865 
Social Security. See Health and Human Services, 
Department of 
Somalia, humanitarian assistance—1866, 1916 
South Carolina, President’s visit—2019 
South Pacific Commission—1893 
Soviet Union. See Commonwealth of Independ- 
ent States 
Space program 
Funding—1870 
Space station—1870 
Speaker of House of Representatives—1982 
Sports 
Baseball—2005, 2016 
Olympic games—1872 
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START. See Nuclear weapons, arms control ne- 
gotiations and agreements 
State and local governments 
See also specific State or subject 
Child support enforcement—1819, 1833 
Environment—1976 
State, Department of 
Acting Secretary—1831, 1832 
Ambassadors. See specific country 
Budget—1836, 1872 
Office of Foreign Missions—1760 
Secretary—1870, 2004, 2038 
Treaties and conventions, report—1831 
States, Organization of American—1828, 1830 
Super collider. See Science and technology 
Supreme Court of the U.S.—1759, 1865, 1869, 
1874, 1876, 1900 


Taxation 
Health insurance tax credits and deductions— 
2048 
Homebuyers tax credits—2007 
International agreements. See specific country 
Technology Initiative, National—1751 
Technology. See Science and technology 
Telecommunications Advisory Committee, Presi- 
dent’s National Security—1894 
Telephone & Telegraph Co., American—1938 
Tennessee, President’s visit—1795, 1798, 1802, 
1805, 1808 
Texas 
President’s visits—1791, 1877, 1883 
Republican Party events—1846, 1883, 1894 
Texas Instruments Inc.—1938 
Tornadoes. See disaster assistance 
Tourism Policy and Export Promotion Act of 
1992—1826 
Trade Representative, Office of the U.S.—1915 
Trade. See Commerce, international 
Transportation, Department of 
Auto labeling, consumer information—1870 
Budget—1869 
Transportation, highways—1869 
Travel and Tourism Administration, U.S. 
Commerce, Department of 
Treasury, Department of the 
Customs Service, U.S.—1829, 1873 
Foreign Assets Control, Office of—1828 
Internal Revenue Service—1833 
Mint, U.S.—1872 
Secretary—1864, 2037 
Treasury, Postal Service, and General Govern- 
ment Appropriations Act, 1993—1873 
Turkey 
Naval missile accident—1845 
President—1845 
Prime Minister—1845 


See 
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Ukraine, nuclear weapons removal—1836 

Unemployment. See Employment and unem- 
ployment 

United Nations 
Cyprus conflict. See Cyprus 
Environmental protection programs—1935 
High Commissioner for Refugees—1845 
Secretary-General—1976 
Security Council—1978 
U.S. Special Coordinator—1977 
Yugoslavia conflict. See Yugoslavia 

U.S. See other part of subject 

Uruguay round tariff negotiations. See Com- 
merce, international, General Agreement on 
Tariffs and Trade 

USA Today—1881 


Veterans Affairs, Department of 
Budget—1870 
Secretary—1775 

Veterans, benefits—1870 

Veterans Day—1887 

Vietnam, POW and MIA cooperation with 
U.S.—2059 

Virginia, President's visit—1943 


Washington Post—1853, 1947 
“Weed and Seed” program. See Law enforce- 
ment and crime 
Weekly Reader—1884 
West Side Light Raid Project—1893 
White Cane Safety Day—1786 
White House, 200th anniversary—1890 
White House Office 
Assistant to President and Press Secretary— 
1776, 1795, 1832, 1838, 1866, 1867, 1879, 
1889, 1936, 1938, 1939, 1978 
Associate Counsel to President—1868 
Chief of Staff Baker—1848, 1893, 1968, 1969, 
2066 
Deputy Assistant to President for Policy Plan- 
ning, Development, and Speechwriting— 
1832 
Special Assistant to President for Intergovern- 
mental Affairs—1877 
Wildlife Federation, National—1882 
Wisconsin 
Flooding—1847 
President’s visit—1816, 1817 
Republican Party event—1847 
WPLG Television—2067 
WWOR Television—2048 


Youth. See Children and youth 
Yugoslavia 
Bosnia. See Bosnia-Hercegovina 
Civil conflict—1844, 1916 








Name Index 


Administration of George Bush, 1992 


Acuff, Roy—1808 

Alderman, Clifford T.—1877 
Alexander, Lamar—1799, 1806 
Amos, Kent B.—1968 

Andrews, John K., Jr.—1848, 1849 
Aristide, Jean-Bertrand—1828, 1830 
Amold, Myra—2066 


Bader, William—1847 


Baker, James A., III—1848, 1893, 1912, 1959, 


1968, 1969, 1993, 2004, 2066 
Baldrige, Malcolm—1938 
Bales, Andrew—2066 
Barnes, Ramona L.—1968 
Beach, Chester Paul, Jr.—1868 
Bond, Christopher $.—1925 
Boswell, Eric J.—1760 
Boutros-Ghali, Boutros—1976-1978 
Bradley, Tom—2011, 2049 
Brandt, Willy—1889 
Brewer, David M.—1894, 1895 
Bromley, D. Allan—1754 
Brook, Douglas Alan—1876, 1895 
Brown, Ralph R.—1968 
Brown, Zora Kramer—1846 
Bundy, McGeorge—1847 
Burke, Jim—1918 
Bush, Barbara—1963 
Bush, Neil—2055 
Butler, Keith A—1968 


Canatella, Ronald J.—1883 
Carpendale, Andrew M.—1832 


Carter, Jimmy—1900, 1981, 1983, 2024, 2032, 


2035, 2042 

Castille, Ronald D.—1968 
Castle, Michael Newbold—1861 
Cheney, Dick—1908, 2058 
Claassen, Dwayne—1893 
Clinton, Bill—1752-1754, 
1763, 1764, 1766-1772, 
1791, 1793, 1796-1810, 1813, 
1851-1859, 1862, 1863, 1879, 
1899-1903, 1925, 1927-1931, 


1756-1758, 
1777-1785, 


1933, 


2063 
Cobb, Kay B.—1968 
Coletti, Shirley D.—1968 
Columbus, Christopher—1837 
Compton, Ann—1903 
Correa, Pelayo—1846 
Cuomo, Mario—2053 


1761, 
1788, 
1815-1824, 
1881-1885, 
1943, 
1971-1973, 1978, 1979, 2002-2006, 2008-2011, 
2013-2018, 2020, 2021, 2023-2036, 2039-2048, 
2051, 2052, 2054, 2055, 2057, 2058, 2061- 


Dainis, Juana—1968 

Daughtry, Sylvester—1968 

Day, Robert Winsor—1847 

Dean, David A—1968 

Demirel, Suleyman—1845 
Denktash, Rauf—1976, 1977 
Derwinski, Edward J.—1775, 1776 
Dimitrouleas, William P.—1849 
Dole, Bob—1884 

Dukakis, Michael S.—1853 


oe John—2002 
Erikson, Leif—1773 
Estefan, Gloria—1849 


Falkiewicz, Andrew—1847 

Findley, Paul—1969 

Fisher, Mary D.—1894, 1920 

Fitzwater, Marlin—1776, 1795, 1832, 1838, 
1845, 1866, 1867, 1879, 1889, 1936, 1938, 
1939, 1978 

Florio, Jim—-1824, 1971, 2039 

Foley, Thomas $.—1982 

Frank, Doris—2066 

Frank, Harris John—1894 

Franklin, Barbara Hackman—1755 

Frenzel, William—1847 


Gennet, Geraldine R.—1894 
Gibbons, Gene—1989 
Gimbel, Barbara P.—1847 
Gingrich, Newt—2013 
Glaspie, April C_—1993, 2004 
Gold, Dale P.—1848, 1849 
Goldsmith, Steven—1968 
Gorbachev, Mikhail—1836 
Gore, Albert, Jr.—1985, 2003, 2021, 2029, 2034, 
2046, 2062 
Greenspan, Alan—1913 


Harriman, John H.—2066 
Hatcher, Gwynette—1893 
Heit, Daniel S$ —1968 
Hicks, Christopher—1969 
Hicks, Irvin—1849 
Hiddleson, Grace—1967 
Hills, Carla A—1915, 1992 
Holen, Arlene—1903 
Hom, Rose—1968 
Humphrey, Gordon—1847 
Hussein, Saddam—1879, 
2004, 2054 


leyoub, Richard P—1968 


ackovich, Victor—1848 
enkins, Jim—1978 


1992, 1993, 1995, 
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